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a Zeal of God, but not according to Knowledpe. 
Phil. . 9, 10, And this I pray, that your Love 


may abound yet more and more in Knowledge, and | 


Fudgment ; that ye may 6 Things . are 
excellent----- — | 
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AD I ſeen your Reflections on Mr. 
Wall, ſoon enough; I might have pub- 
lIiſh'd my Remarks, in my“ Survey of 
Infant-Baptiſm : But fince it has hap- 
pen d otherwiſe, I hope you will ex- 
cuſe my frequent References: ro thar, 
9 = ſpare me the Pains of Tranſcri- 
| ing. 0 EE 4 ; 8 
I intend not to plead for every Thing Mr. Wall has ad- 
: vancd, nor to animadvert on all your Reflections; bur 
| 5 ſer this unhappy Controverſy, in the beſt Light I am 
able. be Wc ; NN hs e 
"Tis convenient, before I enter on the general Debate, 
to take Notice of ſome warm Paſſages in vour Second 
Letter. mn ns ub 
1 En . * TO 
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© 'Tis, you ſay, of rhe Eſſence of Baptiſm, that the 
Perſon be adult and dipped. , 5 „ 


There is nothing more faral or finful in the Manage- 
ment of a Controverſy, than the running Matters to an 
Extream, and unneceſſarily crowding Circumſtances into 
the Eſſence of a Thing: This is the ready Way to alienate 
Affections, and perpetuate the Controverſy. . 
And you eſpeeially ought to have been very cautious, 
and nor preſum d to ler ſuch a Paſſage as this come from 
vou, without clear Authority from God's Word; for what 
is it in Effect, but aſſerting, that the greateſt Number of 
pious Chriſtians, in this and many Ages, have livd and 
dy'd without the Sacrament of Baptiſmꝰ 

Before an Article of this Importance had been brought 
into your Creed, you ought certainly to have aſſignd a 
better Reaſon for it, than ſaying, * That for you and your 
Party, to grant ours a ſufficient Baptiſm, wou'd be acknaw- 
ledging Two Baptiſms, againſt the expreſs Declaration of 
the Apoſtle, Epheſ. 4. 5. One Lord, one Faith, one Baptiſm. 

I don't ſee, Sir, why this Text ſhou'd reach you to deny 
our Baptiſm, any more than it teaches us to deny yours; for 
tis but aſſuming a little of your Warmth and Aſſurance, 
and we can unbaptize you all by ſaying, That for us to 
grant yours a ſufficient Baptiſm, would be acknowledging 
Two Baptiſms, againſt the expreſs Declaration of the Apo- 
ſtle, that there 1s only one Lord, one Faith, one Baptiſm. 

Beſides, you could nor have built ſuch an uncharitable 
Notion upon a more improper Text, than this; for tis 
plain from the preceeding Verſes, that the very Deſign of 
the Apoſtle's mentioning ir, was to unite, and not to divide 
Chriſtians. The Apoſtle alſo ſays, there is but One Faith, 
and muſt all be Infidels, therefore that don't jump exactly 
with you, in their Credenda? If different Circumſtances 
pf Faith may conſiſt with One Faith, why may not your 
Bapriſm and ours paſs for One, notwithſtanding the diffe- 


# 


rent Circumſtances ? 5 | 
Bur, finally ro determine this Point, let Exod. 4. 24, 25, 


26. be impartially weigh'd. And it came to paſs, by the 
Way in the Inn, that the Lord met him, (i. e. Moſes) and 
ſought to kill bim. Then Zipporah took 4 ſparp Stone, and 
cut off the Fre- Ain of her Son, and caſt it at his Fect, and © 


ſaid, Surely 4 bloody Hushand art thou to me. So he let 
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him go The Circumſtances of Adminiftring this/Sacra- 
ment, were more irregular than ours can be ſuppos d to 
be; for, | | * | Thannkl fs COTE os FSH 6 47 
VF, Suppoſe we devote our Children too ſoon to God, yet this 
is more excuſable than Moſes's doing this too late. If a Law 
ſhould be made, that Parents ſnould bring their Children 
exactly at Sixteen Years of Age, to ſwear Fidelity to 
King GEORGE; which would be more unacceptable to 
his Majeſty, the bringing them ſeveral Years before that 
Age, or the deferring it till ſeveral Years aſter? Now the 
4 latter of theſe, with Reſpect to God, Moſes was guilty of; 
for he had been Forty Years in Midian, and was now 
1 Eighty Years of Age, as appears from Acts 7. 23, compa- 
red with v. 30. and conſequently his Son was not very Young 
when circumcis d. | e | +0 
2. What Moſes did in this Caſe, was contrary to his 
Light and Knowledge; for the Order to circumciſe ar 
Eight Days old, was deliver'd (Gen. 17. 12) in ſuch plain 
and expreſs Terms, as to leave no Room for Moſes to ſup- 
poſe it might be poſtpon d:? Bur if we bapriſe our Children 
earlier, and with another Mode than God requires, tis 
as Gen. 20. 5. in the Integrity of our Hearts, and Inno- 
cency of our Hands: For we find an Order in the Old Tefta- 
ment, that Infants ſhould have the Seal of the Covenant, 
and the New Teſtament has no Intimation of its Repeal : Nay, 
it invites us to believe that tis nor repeal'd ; for it ac- 


r 
8 


hes EEE © 5 5 . 
WED 


e quaints us, thar Chriſt has a grear Eſteem for rhe Children 
$ |] of Believers ;; and has added new Privileges to the Chri- 
f 4 ſtian Church; and conſequently never meant to take a- 
e way from them that ancient and valuable Privilege of 
b | their Childrens receiving the Seal of the Covenant. By 
y 3 theſe and other Hints, does the New Teſtament invite us ro 
 Þ believe, that this Order was never repeal'd, bur is as much 
W in Force as ever. And then as to the Mode of Baptiſm, 
= we are not ſatisfy d, that Immerſion was practis d By the 


Apoſtles in Judea, and leſs ſtill that Chriſt ſhould expect 
it from us, whom Providence has caſt into a colder Cli- 
mate, where we cannot practiſe it, but we muſt run coun- 
ter to his ſuperior Order, I will have Mercy, and not. 
Sacrifice. 1 | | TN 
3. Another Circumſtance of this Circumciſion was, that 
neither of the Parents intended it ar this Time, but were 
frighred into a Compliance by rhe Lord's meeting Moſes 
in the Inn, and ſeeking ro kill him, becauſe he had nor 
| cir- 
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cireumcis d his Son. Obedience when extorted, is nothing 


nean ſo delightful to God, as that which we are prompted 


to by our own Inclination. | Sup T9 
- 4+ Twas Aipporah officiated on this Occafion. . Suppoſe 
therefate our Mode of Baptiſm is irregular, yet this Step 
of het s- was, I humbly conceive, more irregular ; for we 
make Uſe of the ſame Element as is requir'd; bur her 


Ses was quite different from that which God appointed to 
adminiſter Circumciſion. See Gen. 17. Chap, 1 


Thus were there ſeveral Circumſtances in this Circumci- 
ſion more irregular than ours can be ſuppos d to be in Bap- 
tiſm. And did the Lord therefore make a meer Cyphre, and 


Nulliry of it? No, for tis ſaid in v. 26. So the Lord let him 
(Motes) go. The Lord diſtinguiſn'd between the irregular 


Circumſtances, and the Eſſence of Circumciſion; and tho 
he cou d not approve of the Former, yer he was more graci- 
ous than to reject and difown the Latter: Which, compar d 


with your Treatment of us, confirms the Prudence of David's 


Choice, 2 Sam. 24. 14. Let us fall nom into the Haud of the Lord, 
(for his Mercies are great) and let me not fall into the Hand of Man. 
The other warm Paſſages I wauld note, are your ſaying 

* That none can be true Members of the Chriſtian Church, unleſs 
they are firſt taught, and then bapti d by Dipping em into the 
Water. And that all others have no Title to Church-Member- 
ſhip, but fbou'd be diſclaim d. 14 id, Wn det... 
Twou'd in my Opinion, have been more commendable 

if ar leaſt ſome of the Chariry you expreſs for the Heathens, 


had been reſerv'd for us. f As you open'd the Gate of Hea- 


ven to them, twas unkind to ſhur the Church Door againſt 
us. What, tho' they are not engag'd againſt you, as we 
in the Controverſy of Baptiſm, yet this Partiality ought not 


to have been the Reſentment. The Scriptures and not 


Paſſion, ſnould have had the Aſcendant, and dictated to 
you. Now how eaſily could I. turn you ro Acts 26.18. 
Rom. 10. 13, 14. 1 Thef. 2. 16. and many other Texts, 


which ſeem ro exclude rhe Heathens from Heaven? Bur 


what Paſſage is there in all the Sacred Paſſages which o- 
blige you to exclude your Fellow-Chriſtians from the 
Church ? . 


There is nothing elſe wanting to cure you of this Sple- | 


netick, Unchurching, Diſclaiming Humour, chan ſome Por- 
tion of King Hezekzab's, and the Apoſtle Pauls Spirit. What 
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What Manner of Spirit this pious'King was of, you may 
rcad, 2 Chron. 30. 18, 19. For a Multitude of the Peaple,' even 
mum df Ephraim mand Manaſſeh, Iſſachar, und Zebalun, 
bad not cleanſed themſelves; yet. did they eat the Paſſover orher- 
wiſe than it was written. But Herekiah prayed for them, ſay- 
ing, Ibe good Lord pardon every One abat ꝓprepareub bis 
Heart in ſeek, God, the Lord God ef his Fathers, tho' he be not 
cleanſed according to the Purification of the Sanctua . 
How different Was this Behaviour from yours! Hezekzeb 
did ndt diſclaim che; ſincere ;1/raelites 1 nor exclude them 
from the Paſſover; hut intreated God to pardon their im- 
perfect Preparation for that Sacrament. And this: was no 
raſn Pity, but what the Lord approwd of; for tis imme- 
diately added, Aud the Lord hearken'd to Hezekiah, aud bea- 
lad the PeopleQ. [ or 


1 * 


The Apoſtle Paul, was alſo of the fame Spirit, 1 Cor. 3. 
1, e. And I, Brethren, could not ſpeak unto, you, 4 amc 
Spiritual, but as unto Carnal, even as unto Babes in Chr. I 
have fed you with,Milk, aud not with Meat; for hitherto ye 
were ot able to bear it, neither yet nom are ye able. For ye are 
vat carnal: For whereas there is among vo Envying, aud Strife, 
and Diviſions, are ve not carnal, and wall as Men e For while 
ene faith, Im f Paul, and another, I am of Apolles, are je 


x1 In which there is obſervable, n e 5135; 
hat tho the Corinthians were ſuch, as the Apoſtle could 
not ſpeak unto as unto Spiritual, but as unto. Carnal, even 
as unto Babes, in Chriſt; ye, en nd 
, Hle ſtiles chem Brethren. He did not renounce-all 
Chriſtian Relation to them, becauſe they were not of the 
ſame Growth in Religion as himſelf. © - _ WR 
2. He dealr,,cenderly wich them. He did not -impoſe 
Terms of Communion, which their weak Stomachs could 
not digèſt. He did not ſer Meat before them, and tell 
1 them they muſt eat that or ſtarve: No, but he fed them 
with Milk, and not with Meat: He acquieſc'd in their 
Belief of eaſy plain Truths, till they were able to appre- 
hend the more difficult and abſtruſe. a e 
Why then may nor we be own'd as weaker Brethren ar 
eaſt? And why muſt your Baptiſm be cramm'd down our 
Throars, or elſe.we not raſte of the Lord's Supper? 
I here is farther obſervable in this Text, that the Apo- 
ſtle argues from the Envying, and Strife, and Diviſions, that 
_ were, among his Corinthians, one ſaying, I am of Paul, and 


* * k 
a $-.*% (Ss 2 
OE hu 4 2 FD * 

« Mow — a r > * " 2 x 0 J 2 

8 ä I WL . n 2 2 2 2 2 2282 2 — 

5 9 8 3 EE . N Fo» oO IONS 32 3 2 . 
= 222 —_— CO 7" IE "AY n 1 y * 3 2 
O Ws . . reer _—_ 0 N p . R HS * 
* Cs Der n 2 * A 
S 


= f > 


D 
p 


— — — — — —— Ea 
- —— *. ERR *- "4 — 


—— — 


2 A * 


8) 


another, Lam of Apollos, that they were Carnal, and walk'd 
| 0 n R 6 HY n | | tf 


a NMhea i NN 06 5 ;OÞ 8 8 
Admire not yourſelves therefore, for having a Shibbolerh 
to diſtinguiſn your Party; and let us have ſome better E- 
vidence of your being Spiritual, and walking as Chriſtians, 
than ſaying, I am a Bapriſt, I am for Believers: Baptiſm, 
- am for Dipping; for the Dee taught us that ſuch 

diſtinguiſhing Marks and Cla 

your being Carnal, and walking as Men. 


But the Apoſtle not only in this Text, but elſewhere 


diſcovers the ſame condeſcending Spirit, and recommends 


it to all Chriſtians, Nm. 14. 1. Him that is weak, in the 
- Faith receive you, but not to doubtful Diſputations. Is not 


this the very Reverſe of your Practice? Lou won't receive 


us as Chriſtians, but you will even compel us to be preſent 
at your doubtful Diſputations; for how common is it for 
your Viſits to be ſpent in Controverſy? Alas! how often have 
thoſe nobler and more profitable Themes, the unſearchable 
Riches of Chriſt, the Beauties of Holineſs; and the Joys of 
Heaven, been forc'd to lacquey to the Diſputes of Bap- 
tiſm! Bur, if che Apoſtle can be heard, you muſt receive 
us as Chriſtians, and not receive us to doubtful Diſputari- 
ons. This was a Subject the Apoſtle was ſo raken with, and 
ſo deſirous of impreſſing on our Minds, that he continues 


it thro' this 14th Chap. and begins his next with ſaying, Ne 


then that are ſtrong ought to bear the Infirmities of the Weak, 
and not-to_pleaſe ourſelves. And urging this very cloſely in 
the ſubſequent Verſes, he concludes with theſe melting Ex- 
preſſions at v. 7. Wherefore receive ye one another, at Chriſt al- 
fo reteived us, to th Glory-of God, (© 
This was the Spirit of King Hezekiah, and rhe Apoſtle 
Pau; this is that Spirit the Scriprures recommend, this is 
rhe Spirit you want, and till you get it, we muſt ſay, as our 
Lord on another Occaſion, you know not what manner of Spi- 
rit you are of. „ Rat oe: \,” 
Hichero I have proceeded on the Suppofition, that the 
Miſtakes of Baptiſm were on our Side: Bur let us now 
enter upon rhe Scrutiny, on which fide they really are. 
'You ſay ar the Beginning of your Third Letter, That as 
the Controverſy ſtands between you and us, it may be caſt 
under Two Heads: One relating to the Mode of Baptiſm; 
whether ir is to be adminiſtred only by Dipping : And the 


— 


other (which muſt be handl'd more fully) is, who are the 


true Subjects of it; whether adult Perſons alone, or Infants 
alſo. Bur before theſe Heads are directly treated on, you 
| art- 


7 


mours are an Argument of 


tlzinę 


of H 
not fi 
in the 
know 
ſuch - 
Bur t 


'F : tain, t 
A while 


; arifullyChdexvour to prepoſſeſs yoũr Reader, by"itifiana- 
ting, t Falz > 24k 46 SHI e, : 33500 
1 One would wonder a Thing of this Nature ſhould 
e be capable of ſo much Diſpure : For if it is not inſti? 
7 < tuted, it ought not to be practis d; and if it be inſtitut- 
ed, it ſhould ſeem impoſſible fot any not to ſee it— 
4 2. Our Enemies allow, that as far as the Sctiptures 
are clear in the preſent Caſe} our Practice exactly agrees 


x * * 
: bd Who 


% with ems. i204; NO: ve * 45 op . 2751 
. The former of theſe Inſinuations ĩs invidious, atid by a Pe- 
- fiphraſis tepreſents us as Knaves or Fools; and this is nor 
the only Place. where you ſlily paſs the fame: Complimeiic 
upon us: But bleſſed be God, that the judicious Writings, 
and pious Lives among us, will eaſily wipe off this Aﬀperti= 
on. And 5 cheſe aan Wan e 
ou according to your Way:of arguing, your Baptiſm is 
Y bor — oughr'to) be practield. for if 77 ſhould 
ſieem impoſſible for any nor! To ſee in; if itibe inſtitutedꝭ it 
mould much rather ſeem ĩmpoſſible for che far greateſt Fart 
of judicious and pious Chriſtiunt not to ſee lit: 
As to the larre? thingiyou inſinuate 3 tis a Conceſſion L 
never met with, as Iremember, in any of our Side. 116 
you can name ſuch, che ythave either unwarily expreſs d 
rhemſelves; or they did wery ill to oppoſe you. For my 
own part, Iwou d throw away my Pen chis Minute, an 
ſubmit to your Baptiſm, were I ſatisfied, That as far as the 
Scriptures are clear in rhe: preſent Caſe, your Practice Ex- 
aQly:agreeswith em, 10% fo GH VE MEAD NTT: 
But; robe free with ydu, Sit, my preſent Thoughts are, 
Thar: your Practice of Dippiag is Antiſcriptural; for it 
don't appear in Scripture, that any were Dipt; or if this 
cou'd' be made out, yet Mat. 12. 7. is a Prohibition of this 
in ww. e the World, where Health and Life wou d be 
expos d. | F COW Th SOLES 
Nor are my preſent Thoughts of your Practice of Bap= 
_ rizing rhe Adult ar all more favoutable; for I take it to be 
of Humane Invention, and my Reaſon is, becauſe I can- 
not find one Precept, nor Inftance, nor juſt Conſequence 
in the Sacred Records, which favqurs you. There are, I 
know, ſeveral Texts you commonly quote on this Occaſion, 
ſuch as Mar. 3. 6. Mat. 18. 19. Mark 16. 16. Acts 8. 12. 
But thoſe Texts are nothing to your Purpoſe; for tis cer- 


: 


1 tain, they expreſly ſpeakonly of Perſons who were converted 


; while Adult from Judaiſm or Gentiliſm; and when we are 


(10) 


concerned with ſuch, we make Repentance and Eaith tbe 
previous Terms of Baptiſm: So that as far as the Scriptures 
are clear in the preſent Caſe, out Practice exactly agrees 


with em. But where, in theſe Texts, or any other part of 
the Bible, is there the leaſt Hint af baptizing Perſons Adult, 
who were Born after their Parents had embrac d Chriſtia- 
nity ꝰ And yet this is your Baptiſm; and tis his you ought 
to juſtifis by ſome Precept, Iaſtance, or juſt Conſequence 


in Scripture, and not put us off with Texts that relate to 


the Bapriſm of Jews or Heathen, What is this, in effect, 
but to equivocate, and alter the Terms of the Diſpute ? 


Mou dl it be fair to argue from its being ſaid, Act, 22. 28. 
Thai the Chief Captain was made free when Adult, and 


with a great Sum obtained this Freedom, that the Apoſtle Paul 
was not Freę Bon? And wou d not you ſmile; if a Party of 


ourmodern Fews' ſhou d ſeparate from their Body, and ſer 


uprAdulr-Cirevmcifion, and, ta ſupport the Fancy, ſhou'd 


produce all:thelexts in the Old Teſtament, which ſpeak 


ol Adult -Circumciſion? Pray excuſe us therefore; if we 
inſiſt upon ſome ſelider roof of your Baptiſm, than Texts 


Thich ſpeak, of the Baptiſm of Fems and Heathen; for what 


OE” 4 + SA 4 


Bur tis rime, Sir, ro leave your Exordium, and more di- 
ſpinctly obſerve your management of the controverred Points. 


bhe firſt Thing you propoſe to treat of is, the Mode of 


Baptiſm: And you aſſert, * Ie ſhould be only by. Immerſion. 
ITbe Arguments you produce are 
I. Thar in all Authors, both Sacred and Prophane, Gua 
and garſigs have no other ſignification bur to Dip. 
4 i The Practice of John the Baptiſt, Chriſt, and his A- 
F e ee g 


III. The Practice of the Primitive Church. 


IV. The Determination of Learned Moderns. : 
Theſe Arguments are enough, and more than enough, 
if they can be fairly made our to favour you: But your 
Reflections have not done this. BT bait 
As to the Signification of the Greek Words in Debate; 
your own Book confures your Aſſertion of their ſignifying 
only to Dip; for you give us. ſeveral Inſtances where you 


confeſs they cannot fignifie to Dip. And ſpeaking. of one 
of theſe Inſtances, you tell us, That the Word ga, 


perhaps, does not ſo neceſſarily expreſs the Action of put- 
| OO i | ON OE ting 
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Atbirrary, and deſtructive to your Cauſe. 


(119 


7 


eing under Water, as in general a Things being ii char 


Condition; no matter how it comes ſo, whether iris put. 
into the Water, or the Water comes over it; tho indes. 


co put ir into the Water is the moſt naturu way; and the” 


moſt cammon, and is therefore uſually and almoſt conſtantly, 
Ni 1 913, , 


bur it may be not neceſſarily imply'd. e. 
Your Medium to reconcile theſe Contradictions is, Thar 
the Greek: Words are here ufed Figuratively, and the Au- 


thors alluded to the Dyers colouring of things by Dipping 


them in the Dye; and that the Extravagance of che Ex- 
preſſion muſt be qualified by e cone underſtood.” 
But this Solution is not able to extricare you; for tis 
f uſe. Tis Arbitrary 3 
for tis a Queſtion whether they who uſed theſe Greek 
Words were ſo far acquainted with the Dyers Art, as to 
know that they dipt things to Dye them; or if they were, 
it don't follow that they muſt in theſe Places allude toit; 
for how often do we uſe the word Dye without ever allu- 
ding to the Dyers Art? But the Solution is not only Arbi- 
trary, but alſo Deſtructive to your Cauſe; for don'r it e- 
qually warrant us to plead, That as our Lord's Expreſſions 
in the other Sacrament were to be taken Figuratively,. ſo 


the Word Baptize muſt be taken in this, and the Qualify- 


ing Adverb zen be underſtood? Nor is your * 'E- 
vaſion of the Paſſage you eite from Ariſtotle conſiderable; 
for tis no matter whether thar Coaſt was wholly or in part 
coverd with the Tide, tis enough that Sa there 
ſignifies to Pour, and not to Dip; /'for you more than once 
grant, 1 That being totally Immers d does not affect our 
Diſpute; for the Queſtion is not about the Whole, or a 


Fart of the Subject, but whether the Greek Word ſignĩ- 


fies only to Dip or any thing elſe. 1 
cannot but here obſerve what an Unhappineſs it is to 


imbibe an Error; for chis leads us into a Labyrinth. The 


Paſſages you cite are plain and eaſie, if vou will but admit, 
chat the Greek Words in Diſpute, like ſeveral others, have 
various Acceptations: But by confining them only ro Dip, 
you occaſion your ſelf a World of Trouble, and after all 
cannot extricate your ſelf; tho* no Man could diſcover 
more Inclination ; for you make Mahomet go to the Moun.. - 


tain, when you. perceive that won't come ro him: "Tis a 
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thors are mani eſtly againſt em. 
You next þ preſent us with the Septuagint, ard tpueryphe. | 


C12) 


Maxim with you, thar 8«4li{;»fignifies only to Dip; hay 


cauſe twould be . abſurd, ro ſay the Coaſt was Dipt, 


erefore W. drop your Maxim, and very gravely.rell us, 
ord perhaps does not ſo neceſſarily expreſs the 


That the 
Action of putting under Water, as in general ny 8 
being in that Condition, no matter how it comes ſo, G. 
Hlow theſe Expreſſions, with the other I juſt hinted Aut 
che Whole, or the Part, will be reliſn d by your Parry, L 
cannot determine: But were I ſure they wou d approve of 


them, and act accordingly, Imight Pere ow the Diſpurs 


about the Mode of Baptim. 


Dan. F FTP 


But however, leſt they ſhould not, : tis convenient ro 
trace you farther , 1 03/4 3% 


In your Fourth, Letter you Appeal to the: Deirices to 
determine the Senſe of garlige. But But two of the fix you 
cite, viz. Conſtantine and Stephens, you * confeſs, don't 
-rhink ir ſignifies only to Dip: and how many other Criticks 
be of the ſame Mind? Beſides, the Inſtances yon have 


quoted do invalidate all the Criticks can ſay of irs; ügnify- 


ing only to Dip ; for Criticks are of no Note where Au- 
D SOSTIEW *7'H 


But I have that to object. againſt their Authority which 
you frequently. do againſt our Quotations of the Fathers, 
viz. Thar the preſent Editions are ſo corrupt, that we can- 
not be certain whether the Words in D were in the 
Original Editions. Hi ber, 

I have alſo. farther to object, Thar you: take>-it, for 
granted gr and  Sunlige are uſed by theſe: Au- 
thors, . as Synonymous Terms; whereas, of che: Twenty 
five Places you. lay. you have met with theſe Wordsy four 
only have galige, and tis a queſtion whether in any 
of them it ſignifies to Dip. The firſt Place is 2 Kings 


5. 14. Our Tranſlation has, Dipped himſelf Seven Times © But, 


with ſubmiſſion, I conceive it might better have been tran- 
flared, Then went he down, and waſhed Seven Times in Jordan. 

My Reaſon is, becauſe what was here dope by Naaman is 
ſaid to be according to the Saying of the Man of God: Now 
the 10. ver. informs us, that was, Go and waſh in upon Se- 
ven Times. 


Indeed you + pretend thar en and 0 Gonifie only 


= to Dip: But if you 3 43. * not to turn you to = 
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more, you may {ee you are miſtaken as to the former; and 


the Text we are upon ſeems to intimate you are miſtaken 
in the latter; for the Leproſie of Naaman ſeems from v. 21. 
to be only in one litrle part of his Body, and har: ae. | 


And therefore Eliſnas Order might be like that of our 
Lord's to the Blind Man, Fohn 9. 7. Go waſh in the Pol of 
Siloam. i. e. Take ſome Water out of the Pool with your 
Hand, and waſh off the Clay from your Eyes. "oo hee 
Take ſome Water out of Jordan, and waſh the Leprous 


Place Seven Times. 


And that which may farther incline us to think this is the 


true Senſe of this Text is, becauſe there was ay Order Lev, 
14.7. Fhar the Leper who was to, be cleanſed, ſhould be 
5 ſprinkled upon Seven Times. 'Tis true, the Circumſtances 


between that Order and Eliſha's are different; but that 
might be occaſion d by Naamans being an Heat hen. 
The next Place you refer to is Fudzth 12. 8. And that 


Judith did nor dip herſelf, is plain from the 7th Chapter of 


the ſame Book; for as all the Fountains of Waters had a 


Guard of Soldiers attending Night and Day, leſt the Be- 
fieg'd ſhould get any Water, Judith wou'd never dip herſelf. 
Eccleſiaſticus 34. 26. is the laſt Place in the Apocrypha 
yon mention. The Words are (& you ſay) in youp Tranſla- 
tion; be thap waſpeth himſelf becauſe. of. a dead Boch, and 


 #oucheth it again, what availeth his Waſhing 2 - 


4 o 


Tb ta % 34 ONE 7046, 6 
The Waſhing here alluded to, is chat which the Law en- 


joyn d, Numb. 19. 9, 18. 5 en eee eee 
Tbat Sprinkling was one Part of the Purification, you 
cannot deny; bur Bathing the Body, you fancy, was ano- 
ther, and the principal Part, and tis to that therefore you 
ſuppoſe the Words refer. Bur, Sir, with your Leave, the 


Sprinkling was the principal Part of the Purification; for 
the Sprinkling is call'd the Purification for Sin, v. 9, 17. 


The unclean Perſon is threatned, v. 13, 20. to be cut off 


from 1ſrae/ : For what? for not Bathing himſelf > No, but 


1 


becauſe the Water of Separation was not ſprinkled upon 
him. And the Apoſtle, Heb. 9. 13. mentions only Sprink- 


ling. So that, according to your 'own Way of arguing, 


Sprinkling being the principal Part of this Purification, 


gan ο more immediately refers to Sprinkling. 


Ihe next Evidence you produce, is the New Taſtament ; 


bur I am ſorry you ſhopld repreſent it f as unreaſonable 


ro 
y . N 
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to make this che beſt Theerprever of the Word Ba 
Sani ge ts uſed in irſelf. bre, = 
0 . ord is, you «confeſs, continually erb nd: de 


'Pledobaptiſts in your Book, ſhall/I turm over Homer, Pin- 
lar, Ariſto , &c. of conſider i in what Senſe” tis taken 


in your Book ? Would it not be abſurd to collect Paſſages 


out of cheſe Greek Poets of eue of fuxlige ſignifying 
to dip, and thence infer, that by Pedobaptiſts, you mean 
ſuch as dip Infants into the Warer > | * 

Tis plain therefore, that nothing can 
rhis Controverſy as the New Teſtament itſelf. 


well explain 


96 991” 


No there is not one Place in the New Teſtament, where 


ganlig does evidently fignify to dip; for in all ſuch Pla- 
ces gase is us d. And tis obſervable; that tho? Fudas's 


Dipping his Hand with our Lord in the Diſh, 1s related by 


Three of the Evangeliſts, and” in ſomewhat different Ex- 
1 yer they all agree in gane to dip: Which inti- 

that whatever theſe two Cree Words may be in o- 
ther Aurhors, yet in the New . they are not SY- 
nonimous. FE | 5 


'You Kaas 4 That Mark 7. 3. e they _— wie; | 
up to the Elbow, or Wriſt, muſt imply Dipping.” Pray 


read Godwin's Moſes and Aaron, or go to the Portugueze 
Synagogue, and obſerve how they waſh before they enter 
the 'Synagogue, at a Cock juſt 1 the Gate, and ſee 
your Criticiſm confuted. 

Your ff Animadverſion on Mr. Wal's Interpretation of 
Mark, 7. 4. is not fair; for Lev. 11. 32. ma 
intimare, that ſuch Things ſhould be waſh'd with Water; 
for ſome of the Veſſels might be too large to remove an 


put into the Water. Beſides, Lev. 11. 32. ſpeaks of a Pu- 


rification which God commanded; and was when a Thing 
was polluted by ſome unclean creeping Thing falling on ir, 
when Dead : Bur Mark 7. 4. ſpeaks of an Humane Inven- 
tion; and upon T don't know hat Occaſion. 

Von alſo will have it, 8 That the Waſhing mention 1d 

Mark 7. 4. When they came from Market, was Dipping them- 
elves all over. Dr. Pocock, as you obſerve,” denies this, and 
calls in the whole Body of Rabbins to his Aſſiſtance. 
Againſt which you oppoſe the Opinion of Varablus and 
Gratis, as if they were — — than the-Rabbins, - 


. with 
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upon Cuſtom,” And to underſtand what you mean 
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Tradition of the Elder g hut refers 89 She Sens ef Ger, 


When, as in this Caſe the Inſtance will help us to form 


VF 


Ca 
wich rhe Jewiſh; Caſtoms. Nor 4s £903.22; 6, an Explica- 
wo ky this Text; for chat is a Command of. God, chis a 


chis to all the Jens; chat reſpects che Eating of Holy 
Things: this common Meals. The Conſtitutions,: Jaſepluss, 
&c. are alſo nothing to your Purpoſe; for they mean a 


particular Sect; whereas St. Mark ſpeaks of all the gema, 


as is plain from the 3. v. d 


* PE Anke! PITTS, en D007 8 + 

ou aſſert ® Thar the Waſhing the Hands cannot be in» 
tended in the 4. v. becauſe "tis mention d in the 3. v. But 
why not, Six, ſince tis common, firſt to mention Ichings in 
general, and then give a particular Inſtance; eſpecially, 


elearer Ideas of the Thing cs nf 


4.0.16 SIT fs 

The Laſt Text you urge of this Nature, is Heh. g. 101 

Which 4 yon ſay bag no Alluſion to the Sprinklings under 
the Law. Bur as the following Verſes ſeem to be explica- 
tory of this, and. mention divers Sprinklings, without 4 


Spyllable of- Dipping, we have more Reaſon to conclude 


: theſe Sprinklings are meant by divers Waſhings. Nor is 
it harſh, as you ſuggeſt, to call Sprinkling, Waſhing z 


for Eule 7. 44. Matty: weh d Chriſt's Feet with her Tears, and 
were not thoſe Tears diſtill d or. ſprinl d on Chriſt's Feet 
_ What now can be ſaid of theſe Texts out of the New 


Teſtament, but chat they are rather againſt you, than in your 


Fayour ? N. 4 BG I RRALANTYL A PTC; o DYL: f 11111 RIG 9.3 LM 
But to cloſe this Head, the Apoſtle Paul certainly under- 
ſtood the Signification of gamlige, and he uſes it, not to 
dip, but to, ſprinkle or pour, in x Cor: 10. 2. And were all 
2 unto Moſes in the Cloud, and in the Sea. The Apo- 
ſtle refers to the ¶Mraelites Paſſage thro the Red -· Sea, when 


they fled from Pharaoh; for in their Paſſage the Cloud tis 


probable diſtill'd upon them, and the ſtrong Eaſt Wind 
which then blew (Exed. 14. 21.) might ſprinkle them with 
{ome of the Red-Sea Water, from the Top of the Surges, 
mention d v. 22. and therefore the Prepoſition & ſhould be 
tranſlated with, as tis frequently elſewhere, particularly 
Mat. 3. 11. if POO bag OO owe 
But I ſhall add no more here, concerning the Uſe of the 
Word gie in the New Teſtament, becauſe what I have 
farther ro ſay, may more fitly be brought in when I conſi- 
der your next Argument for Dipping, which I now pro- 


ceed to. 2. You 


ws End 


Page 165. fp. 169. + p. 170. 
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2 You: appeal to the Practice of John the Baptiſt; and 
neee e 19% 2375 2 +99 16-0673 
The Texts you cite on this Occaſion, I have taken Noi 
ticerof, in my * SUL er But here let me add, chat as ro 
much Water, in J70bn 323. I deſire you to read 2 Chr. 
3204. So there was gather d much People together, af a 
all'the Fountains, and the Brook, that ran iht the midſt 'of 'the 
Land, ſaying, why ſhould the Kings of Aſſyria come ani find 
, 070 Prrolig maT 
Would ir not be à curious Crlticiſm to obſerve from te 
Memion l of much Water here, That HeZckiab and his Sub- 
jects took all rhis Pains to prevent the A rians Dipping 
themſelves 2 Whar Child but may give a truer Account of 
the Matter, and ſay, twas to prevent their having Water 
to drink? How can much Water therefore (John 3. 230 be 
an Argument char St. 7abn dip d in Baptiſm? Let it But be 
conſider d how ſcarce Water was in many Parts of Canaan; 
how hor the Climate, and how numerous the Company at- 
tending on John's Miniſtry; and xwill appear there was 
Need enough of much Water where Jobn baptiz d, not ro 
dip his Followers, but refreſn thge mmm 
As to Mark 1. 5. How common is it for Perſons to go 
into a River without dipping themſelves ? And I have in 
my Survey, hinted at ſome Reaſons why Sr. John might go 
into a River to baptize, tho he did not dip. Beſides, tis 
not evident, that St. John took his Praſelites into the River; 
for this Paſſage, were all baptiz'd--of him in the River of 
Jordan, may ſignify no more, than if any, ſpeaking of the 
Pædobaptiſts, ſnould ſay, they baptize in a Font, or a Ba- 
ſon; which is not to be underſtood, that we baptize by dip- 
ping into the Font or Baſon, but that we make uſe of the 
T ͤ v gs OS: 3. 8 n 
As to Act, 8. 38. It may note no more than that there 
was a Deſcent to the Water, like Judges 7. 4, 5. And the 
Lord ſaid unto Gideon, the People are yet too many: Bring 
them down unto the Water, and I will try them for thee there 
So he brought down the People unto the Water Now this 
was not ro dip the People. i hs 
Beſides, as I have'obſerv'd in my Survey, ſuppeſe they 
both went into the Water, yer this don't prove that the Ex. 
nuch was dip d; for Philip was not then dip d; and yet as 
much is ſaid of him as of the Eunuch, about going down in- 
to the Water, and coming up out of the Water. As 
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* Page 25, &c. 
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more probable than 


Bathings. Some what I have ſaid of this in my Sn 


you produce favour Dipping. 


WU nw. O.U WW. 


0 


* . | 
As to Rom. 6. 4. Col: 2, 12. tis only a Suppoſition, that 
the Mode of Bapriſen is alluded to, and we might as well 
urge Exek, 36. 25. in favour of Sprinkling ; for the Pro- 
pher refers to Goſpel-Times; and why may not he alfude 


ro the Mode of Baptiſm in ſaying, Then will I ſprintle clenn 


Water upon you, and je ſhalt be Fen 2 This Conjecture is 
yours ; for Bapriſm had been inſtitured 
and pructis d ſome Years before Chriſt's Burial ; and tis 


_ farther obfervable,' that the Burial and Reſurrection the A- 


826 ſpeaks of, was, thro” rhe Faith 37 Operation of 
od, Col. 2. 12. But Perſons may be dip'd, and yer nor 
thus bury d and riſen again 8 


— 
4 
8 E 


Fon fee now, Sir, That theſe Texts don't wake it out, 
that the Practice of St. Joh, and the Apoſtles was Dipping. 


Bur however, ſuppoſe theſe” Texts and Ten Thouſand 


more, had clearly repreſented to us, thax their Practice 
was ipping, yer this could be only underftood of their 


more uſual Practice, and not of what they did on ra- 
ordinary Occaſions, ſuch as Sickneſs, Diftance from much 
Water, cold Climares, and the Inhabirants unaccuſtomed to 


r to do more, but to anſwer your rwo Ot 
One is, + That tis raſh to ſuppoſe the Apoſtles, on e- 
rraordinary Oecaſions, alter d the Mode. The ocher is, f 
Thar Mat. 12. 7. won t juſtify our Sprinkling, if the Texts 

As to the former; pray whar Raſuneſs is there in ſuppo- 
fing, that the Apoſtles were baptiz d, tho“ che Scripture is 
ſilent * And their altering the Mode on extraordinary Oc- 


caſions may às fairly be ſuppos d; for did they make free 


with the 4th Commandment ro* refreſh their Bodies, in a 


a Caſe of Extremity, Mat. 12. 1. and wou'd they be more 


ami, in the like Caſe, ro alter a Mode, that the Souls 
f cheir'Converrs might be refreſh'd by Baprifm'? - 


As to your other Objection, that Mat. 12. 7. won't juſti- 


fy our Sprinkling, if the Texts you produce favour-Dip- 


I anſwer, that tis ſaid Mat. 12. 4. "Twas lawful only 
for the Prieſts to eat rhe Shew-bread. And Exod 20. 10. But 
the Seventh Day is the Sabbath of the Lord thy God: In it thou 


ſhalt not do any Work. Are any of your Texts ſo expreſs as 


theſe? 


anew Wy a þ * , 
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theſe? And yet theſe had tacit Exceptions of Cafes of Ne- 
ceſſity, as is evident from our Lord's pronouncing David 
and his Apoſtles innocent. Mat. 12. J. And don't this prove, 
chat all the Texts you bring, muſt at leaſt have a tacit Ex- 
ception ? And conſequently in our cold Climate, the Ex- 
In is pleadable, and our Sprinkling is juftify'd by 
MAE 12. 7. 98 15 ology ae 


Jou pretend, that this Text will juſtify che not Ad- 
miniſtring Baptiſm at all, but not a varying the Mode, in 
Caſes of Neceſſiy. But how, ſtrange, a Conſtruction is 
this ! 1f David and the Apoſtles had faſted, and our Lore 
had brought this Text to juſtify. it, there had been then 
ſome Colour for what you ſay: But as David did eat the 
_ . Shew-Bread,, when, he could get no other; and the Apoſtles 
pluck che Ears of Corn on the Sabbarh-Day, rather than 
rhey would faſt, and Mat. 12.7. is brought to juſtify them; 
. Us, prepoſterous to ſay they. will warrant our Omiſſion of 
Baptiſm, but not excuſe our varying of the Mode. 
3 hat you have | advanc'd therefore, has neither prov d, 
chat Dipping. was the Apoſtolical Practice; nor, if it had 
ö en was in extraordinary Caſes, another Mode is not 
Permit me now to offer ſome Things which render it at 
leaſt probable, that the Apoſtles never dip'd. 


- 


1. Tis certain, whatever . ſome learned Men have fan- 


| .cy'd, the Apoſtles did not baprize naked. Exod. 20. 26. 

| tis ſaid, Neither ſhalt thou go up. by Steps. unto mine Altar, 

} that thy Nakedneſs be not diſcover d thereon. And certainly 

. to ſtrip, and march naked into the Water, wou d be as im- 

VI modeſt. But without ſuch, Suppoſition, how could they 

IH be dipd, who were. baptiz d? For they wou'd., not care 

þ to be dipd in their wearing Cloths, and in the Apoſtles 

[if Pays, where could they have a Withdrawing-Room, and 
fo -bapriſmal-Garments ? . . | 1 70 


— 
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2. The ancient Seal of the Covenant, Circumciſion, 
Was apply d. but to a Part of the Body. 0 
3. Lis ſuch a Thing as never was heard of, to have a 
Seal cover the Whole of the Writings which entitle us, to 
an Eſtate: The Seal affix d ro a ſmall Part is ſufficient. 
4. Qur Mode does at leaſt equally repreſent the End 
and Deſign of Bapriſm, and has none of the Inconvenien- 
ces which attend Dipping, ſuch as Fatigue and Tempta- 
S ä E tation 
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tion in the Miniſter ; Drefling, and Undreſſing, Bluſhing;: 
Confuſion, Frights, and almoſt Suffocation in the Proſelite. 
Bur my intended Brevity requires me to conſider the next 
Evideace o LTC TE ey 
3. The Practice of the Primitive Chriſtians. ' 
But as to this I object, —-_ „ 
1. Thar, if 'T miſtake not, Tertullian is the Antienteſt 
Authority that can be depended on, and that you confeſs 
is nor antient enough. Beſides, Dr. Beveridge has produc'd 
a Paſſage our of him, in Favour of Sprinkling, and cujuſli- 
bet Aque is not, as you pretend, an invincible Bar againſt 
the Doctor's Conſtruction ; for cujuſiiber ſeems to be ſu- 
perfluous, if Water was nor then ſprinkled in Baptiſm. 
And, that earlier than Novatian Perfuſion was, at leaſt in 
extraordinary Caſes, practis d, is evident from what Corne- 
lius his Rival in a Letter, as cited by + Du Pin, ſays; for 
he mentions a previous Order of the Church about irt. 
2. 9 You confeſs Innovations were very early brought 
into the Church, and as a Trine Immerſion, Anointing 
the New- baptiz d, and giving them Milk and Honey, Sc: 
are uſually mention d in thoſe earlier Days with Dipping, 
tis probable they are of the ſame Original . _ 
3. The Antients ar leaſt in extraordinary Caſes baptiz d 
„%% %%% c 8 
' This appears from the Order I juſt now took Notice of; 
and you own ** Thar about the Middle of the third Cen- 
/ tury there is Mention made of Sprinkling. Bur you tell 
us, that what they did in Caſes of Neceflity won't warrant 
4 3 our general Practice; and that even in ſuch Caſes the Va- 
S 
i 
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2} lidity of the Baptiſm was much queſtion . 

As to the Former of theſe, the ſame Principle on which 
they proceeded in Caſes of Neceffiry will warrantour general 
Practice; for in our Part of the World, tis dangerous ma- 


ung the Experiment whoſe Body can bear Dippipg. If it 
\ be ſaid, we muſt truſt God in this Caſe, I refer you to my 
f Survey for an Anſwer. And truly I don't find your own 


? 7 Miniſters have a ſtrong Faith in this Article; for tis nor 
every One will venture into the cold Water, but this Part 


: of their Office is ſhifted off ro ſome of their hardier Bre- 
h et I or tte een 1 8 
4 z ] | 15 0 117 5 Fg ; x C-2 f oy 1 - . | . ; As 


| * Page 190. + p. 206. + Vel. 1. p. 144. Eccl. Hiſt. '$ p. 
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| deſpair'd' of Life, there was Rodm for Suſpicion. 


for the Church of 


* 


As to the Antients queſtioning the Validity of Clinical 


. | V 
"anſwer ie ſeeniy rather 10 be from the Fears left fach 
Perſons were not fincere Converts, than from any Scruple 
about the Mode; for becauſe they defer'd Baptiſm. in a 
Time of Health, and defir'd ir on a fick Bed, when rey 
t 
none of the Antients carry d this Matter ſo far as to rebap- 
rize ſuch. And Cyprian thinks the Scriprures are in Favour 
of Sprinkling, particularly Numb 19. 13. Nor is an Argu- 
ment drawn from that Text ſo iſiog as you repreſent; 
for if God himſelf appointed Sprinkling to be the Mode of 
Purification under the Law, caf' it be unpleaſant to him, 
at leaſt in extraordinary Caſes, to uſe this in Baptiſmal 
JJ AE - +. or 


* You fancy Cyprian had ſome Scruples about this Mode, 


| becauſe in his Letter ro Magnus, he leaves it ro every Ovie 
ro think and act in the Caſe, as be ſhould judge fit. 


Ct _ Bur 
ſuch a Way of Expreſſion was uſual with Cyprian, as Du 
Pin F obſerves, and the Apoſtle has recommended it, Rom. 
14. Chap. to all Miſtiant. And how happy would ir be 
managed? 


f Tou farther obſerve, that Cyprian, in this Diſpute, is 


ſilent as to ſeveral Arguments now in Vogue. Your De- 
fign in this, is to render them contemprible : But if this 
Method will do it, IJ hope you will excuſe us, if we com- 
pare your Reflections on Mr. Mall's Hiſtory of Infant-Bap- 
tiſm, with what Tertullian ſays ön the Su 


1 


all the Improvements you have made. 


The Inſtance you bring of the Emperor $ Conſtantine, can 
be bur of little Service ro x 


* 


and he was of a peculiar Temper, as EDS I, oy 
tention to be bapriz'd in Fordan, and Deferring his Bap- 
riſm till Old Age. Beſides, as he dy'd a few Days after 
his Baptiſm, tis nor improbable. but Dipping might incteaſe 
his Sickneſs, auc Raten HE EF 
+ There is one Argument more you uſe, and that is, 

| + The Dererminatlon of learned Moderns. - 


Bur in ſuch a Caſe as this, they are no farther to be re- 


rded, than they can produce Authority for whar they 


* 
a — ; 
— — 
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Chriſt, if your Controverſies were thus 


bject, and flight | 


ou, becauſe tis not early Oh, Y Ia 
n 7 


1 
$574) 

1 29 

es 
ih 
7 
{| 

ö 

* 
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[2 


145, Beſjdes; how few df the Learned will aſſert, chat the 8 4 | Or 


} 


> 


"IN 


1 1 
Antients only dipp d ?, And are they not almoſt, unanig 


A 2 
* 


ur Dipping is not neceflry in our e 
7} _ Thele, Sir, are che ble?” Remarks I thought 35 4 


Ss 


municate to you, on that Parr of your Book whacl relates 
to the Mode of Baptiſm: And, in my next, 1 deſign to 
conſider the other Point in Debate, 7 Who are the true 
Subjects of Baptiſm; whether Adult n. 
IP 


erſons alone, or In- 


* T 
; 


* 5 
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Ss $1, | | „ bs 
IN ny Former I gave you my Thoughts, as te the Mode 
4 Y IL of Bapriſm : Permit me in this to do the ſame, as to 
%% ꝛ᷑ T... Di IE de. 
3 Tiis my Opinion, that che firſt Thirteen Pages of your 
; Sixth Letter might have been ſpar d; for, Mr. all * you 
Ip confeſs never meant to deny, that Infant-Bapriſm was in 
Scripture, He has Recourſe to the Practice of the Fews, 
8 and the Primitive Church, to 9 not exclude the 


Scripture. In ſhort, he had no other 7 * this, than 
- 3 you had in turning us to the Greek Authors, to explain 
t &eniige in the New Teſtament. Aa a Hg 

And truly the reſt of your Sixth Letter is, what I can- 
a nct but complain of; for you unfairly ſtare the Matter by 
„ lanſimuating, 1 That our Argument is, Chriſt has no where 


'E forbid us ro baptize our Children, and therefore we may 
bo: do it: This is only to relate one, and conceal the other 
TI Parr of our Argument; for what we inſiſt on is, that, as 
e the Infants of Profeſſors once had, by Divine Authority, 
the initiating Seal of the Covenant, and Chriſt never re- 
peal'd this by prohibiting their Initiation in the Chriſtian 
Church, therefore we are oblig'd to baptize our Children. 
>. 3 Compare this Way of Arguing, with Anthony's Preach- 
y ing to a Congregation of Fiſhes, and the, like pretty Alluſi- 
e ons you wou d expoſe us by, and tell me who has * 
n- 9354 f | | 
— — a 


5 4 F Page 225, 226. f p. 239. 
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ed the” \prearer Weakneſs. In our way of arguing we ape $ 1} 
| Law which, you own was made, and we believe 1 
was 8 r zepeal'd : And how are your Alluſions pertinent. 1 
9 t you can make the ſame. Appeal? re! 
Your Seventh and Eighth Lerrers, are e taken up about the 4 ing 
| Extent of Mat. 28. 19. 1 
Bur F have to remark: ES B- 
I. That what you fay « Jon t prove, chat Children may 1 
not be included in D. 7 capal 
II. Thar ſuppoſe they are not included in ir, yet chat 8 45 
Word don't exclude them from Baptiſm. of. 1. 
III. That Mae. 28, 19. is more in our Favour than i in bapri 
yours. =. 
1. That what you ſay don't prove, that Children may 2 ear 
nor be included in tab ils oreli. = M 


Under the Law, when Parents were e proſelited, their . 
Children were alſo deem d Proſelites ; for they had imme- your: 
diately a Right to Circumciſion; and che Fewiſh Writers, T 
as Mr. Wall obſerves, * ſtile Childten Praſelites, tho the of PI 
Erymology of this Word might as well be objected, as that whe! 


4 in Diſpute. And why then, under the Goſpel, may not gainſ 
4 our Children be deem d Diſciples? What Confuſion would pour 
1 it make in Books, and Converſation, if the Senſe of Words and 
1 | were to be taken from! their Erymology? And in particular, / „„ you 
1 our School-Miſtreſſes muſt not when ask d, how many tine 
= Scholars they have? reckon thoſe that are yet too young verte 
to learn, but they are ro be mention d under ſome other 23 Agul 
Denomination. to ba 

When .you can make ir out, Sir, that our Childten e BK _ 86 

nor Diſciples, I will confeſs your Erymology has fome 19. 

Meh 1 in it; but till then, I may, I hope, entertain what om 

46 hrs I pleaſe of ir. And you are the more concern'd One 

to kar 5 e this our, becauſe if our Children are Diſciples, ly ex 

TY, Mat. 28. 19. is an Expreſs Command for Infant-Bap- 23 comr 

i 1 7 Oy 1 Ye 
wi The next Retbark is, 7] 3 at 
"i | 2. Thar ſuppoſe Children are not dau in n ie 
\W | chin yer this Word don't exclude them from Baptiſm, tiſm. 
li See my I Survey, or rather peruſe your Explication of 1 0 
1 John 3. 5. for the Diſtinction you uſe there, is applicable Wall 
to Mat. 28. 19. And who can return a ſolider Anſwer to not c 


what you advance, p. 248, 249. than that which you _ 
e . 
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not be excluded from Heay en by 11 


1 from the Word: Teac , in Mar. 28. 19. and the Incapaci | 
of Infants to be taught, that therefore the | 
baptiz d? Why may it not here be ſaid, that; 
be underſtood as a Term or Condition of Baptiſm only to 


N | Fs . + +2107 Þ. neee 
3. That Mat. 28, 19. 1s 1 ore, in our. Fayour thay, in 
„„„6—yñlkl OO RE gab G4 pa Eo ae nn ye 

his is evident, becauſe you cannot deny but the Infants 


4 ö tiſm. 8 74 


a 


7 * 


elf haye done, 5. 420, In this Larter, jou tell iis; chat cho 


ſuch Texts as Fobn 3, 3: ſpeak in general, yer lufee can- 
jor be excluded from Heaven by them, for the Couditi- 
ons of Faith, and being born; of the Spirit, muſt refer to 


che Adult, and not to Infams who are incapable of perfatm- 


ing them. In this Caſe you allow that theſe Congitions, 
tho mention d in the ſame Verſe with Salvation, and made 
Terms of ir to the Adult, yer Infants are not congern'd 
with them, but may be ſaved. without chem, as being in- 


capable of performing them. And is it fair then z argue 


* not to be 


the Adult? | 
My other Remark is, 


ow 


* 


- 


+ 102 & 4 8 * 


* 


of Profeſſors once had a Right to the initiating Seal; and 
when this Seal was exchang d, there was no Bar put in a- 
gainſt them by Chriſt, at leaſt in our Opinion. But as to 


your Bapriſm, viz. of the Adult Seed of Profeſſors, when, 
and where, ſhall we find it in God's Word? The Texts 
you commonly produce are, as-1 have already hinted, no- 


thing to your Purpoſe, becauſe they ſpeak of Perſons con- 


verted from Judaiſm, or Gentiliſm to Chriſtianity, when 
Adult; and we ſtrictly obſerve thoſe Rules when we are 
to baptize ſuch, Ig e e Cs 

So that after all the Stir you have made about Mae, 28. 


19. we have a better Claim to it than you; for the Old 


- . 47 


t Teach is to 


* 


« $441, r | 
Your Ninth. Letter has ſeveral Objections againſt Me: 
om 


te Jes Initiating boch Proſelites and their Infants. by Bap- 


* | 
3 ROE: 


4. A * $945 


One of your Objections is, * Thar the Authorities Mr. 


Mall cites, are not ancient enough; for the Miſchua was 


* 


not compil d till about One Hundred and Fifty Years Pur 


* 
FF. 


the Deſtruction of Feruſalem. ut, 


— 


Tircumciſion and Baptiſm 


* 


1111 ( 24 - JM 3 
8 Sir, with Jour Leave, rhis Authority is antient 6: 


9 


ente the Chriſtiaus, that they would never have b. 
Kolgerr to them for an Innovation. If before our Lord's 
IMticurion of Baptiſta, 28 à Sacrament, the Fews were no 
dend to tfiriace their 1 by Bapxiſm, they would have 
UlMain'd to fer up rhis Practice afterwards. 
e That none of che Fewifh Wri- 
wags Mr. al cites, ſay any Thing of the Jews Baptizin 
their. Projelzzes before or in our Saviour's Tim. 
»: The Solution 1 have x wen to the former Objection, wi 

V. ; muſt add, that your Memory fall 
Jou ia ſaying, that none of the Jewiſu Wrirings Mr. Val. 
cites, ſay any thing of the ewa Baptizing their Profelites 
before our Saviour s Time; + for Mai monides is Cited by 


Hint, * of many Preſelites being baptiz d in Da- 


vids and Solomon's Time ; and the Talmud, as faying, chat 


* * 


geen farther object, + Thar there is'no Neceffity to un- 


derftand the Miſchna in Mr. Wal's Senſe. | 


But, Sir, the Commentaries on the Miſchne, you confeſs, g 
ſeem to favour him; and why muſt the Fews 5s, d 
worde Interpreters of che Mi/cna than Dr. Gale Þ Beides, 

Even your Interpretation is as favourable for us; for if the 

Native Jews, becayſe of ſome Pollution, were Baptiz d, as 

Well as eircumcis d, Proſelites ſtood in more Need of ſuch 


a Purification. 


, You next object, $ Thar the Antiquity of the Practice 


is dender d dubious by che, Diſagreement of che Robbins, 


E it Eqtity, Sir, ro oppoſe Two Perſons to a Cloud of 
Wirneſſes ? nd belides, thoſe Two are miſrepreſented; 


for they no where expreſly deny, that Proſetites were initia- 
red by Bapriſm : Nor do the Paſſages yon mention, expreſs 
any thing of this Nature; for they may ridicule our Sacra- 
ment of Bapriſm as an Ae ua 


2 


Jour Proſeliees. Bur fully to convince you of this wrong In. 
wende, the Baptizing bf Proſelzces is in the Talmud, and 


* Page 328, 334: ff. 44.45. + P. 328. 5 P. 349. 


for whatever Innovations have been made in the 
emiſh Religion face our Lord's Daſh fuch is rheir ons 


fuppos'd | 


| e and fanciful Ceremo- .* 
, and yer approve of their own Baprizing of Proſelites : 4 
Dont ſome of your Friends, nay, you. yourſelf ridicule | 
our Baptifm > And muſt I infer, chat you don't baprize | 
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2 ſons you aſſign, are nor ſufficient. t. 
1. You ſay, the Rebbinick, Writings have many R 
cCes and Blaſphemies. 1a] 


C45. 


* 


A you * tell us from Nauclerus, that it is enjoyn'd, under 


Pain of Death, that no One preſume to deny y One: 
Thing written in the Talmud, and conſequentiy the Two 


2 Jewiſh. Authors you refer to, did not deny tis. 


Dir 3 oad 
1 You alſo object, f Fhat if the Rabbins had univerſally 


1 aſſerted in ſo many Words, that the Jews did always uſe 
to initiate their Proſelitet by Baptiſm; and that St. 70 


and Jeſus Chriſt borrow'd the Ceremony from them, you 


mould nevertheleſs think it the greateſt Folly and Madneſs 


in the World, to believe it on their ſole Authority, 
hu, Sir, this Objection can't concern us, begavſe we 


don t believe this on the ſole Authority of che Rabbins, as 
will appear by and by. Beſides, ſuppoſe we, did i:the Rea- 


oman- 
2 Cr 1 F x 


But you give us no Inſtances of this in the Miſcha; or 
if you had, twould not in this Caſe have invalidared the 
Ieſtimony; for don't the Claſſiels abound with Romances 
and Blaſphemies, and yet we credit their Account, of the 
7 Greck and Roman Cuſtoms. 11 i 


2 


* 


4174 x F Ee N f 3 4; 5 TRE 7 
2. You ſay, ſeveral of the Rabbins wete ngtoriouſly 


wicked; and, among other their Impieties, did corrupt 


and alter the Sacred ee, , PR a 

But, Sir. tho our Lord charg d the Scribes with corrupt 
Gloſſes, yer never with Cotrupting che Text. Tis gene- 
rally own d by Proteſtants, that che Fews have always been 
ſolicitous to preſerve the Original of the Old Teſtament 
15 and uncorrupt; and this appears from the indefatiga- 

le Pains of the, Maſoriter. Fuſtin Martyr, indeed, accu- 


. =—y 
o 
— 


* 


ſes them of Corrupring the Text; but the Reaſon is, he 
was only Converſant with the Septuagint, and the Jews de- 
claring, that the Hebrew in ſome Places differ d from that, 
he fancy'd they had cortupred the Hebrew; whereas the 
Errata were in the Septungint. . Haea 

Beſides, what Proof is 


Belid of is there, that the Rabbins, who men- 
tion the Baptiſm of Proſelites, were ſuch impious Wretehes? 
Or if this could be made out, yet don't we credit the worſt 
of Perſons in Caſes where they are under no Temptation 
to deceive? What were the Morals of Virgil, Ovid, &c. 
and yet we readily acquieſce in the Account they give of 
the Roman Cuſtoms; and therefore the Evidence 6f tb 

DES Vo TTY no As Kb 


- tho: Tb 


4. You ſay, That Chriſt and his Diſciples give us the 


(:26') 
Rabb7ns in this Caſe is credible, becauſe they rather lay un- 
der a Tempekrion of Blowing this Bapriſm our, of their 
Writings, aß fal{ely "inſerting it, as it ſrenis to approach 


unto the Practice of the Chriſtians, whom they deteſt. 
the Rabbis.” 


5 
7 


x 
in 


Prayf Sir, read Cartwiight's Epiſtle prefix d to his Anno« | 


tations an Exodus: and you will ſee his Opinion of the 
Nabu, and that of the moſt learned Perſons of his Time. 


And the famous Mr. Hugh Broughton * declares, the Rab- 
bs are uſeful to underſtand both the Old and New Teſta- 
ments, and Re that cannot uſe them, ſhould not tranſlate. 
. Nay, the very Perſons you quote, as peaking contemp- 
tibly of the Ravbins, do in this Caſe admit of their Au- 
thoritv. Dr. Lighefoot in particular has theſe Expreſſions, 
lf Bapriſm, ſays he, and baptizing Infants had been a 
* new Thing, and unheardof rill Fob: the Baptiſt came, as 
Circumcifion was, till God appointed it to Abraham, there 
« would have been, no doubt, an expreſs Command for Bap- 
u tizing Infants, as there was for Circumcifing em. But 
« when the Baptizing of Infants was a Thing commonly 
% Known and uſed, as appears by unconteſtable Evidence 

from their Writers; there need not be expreſs Aſſertions 
that ſuch and ſuch Perſons were to be the Objects of Bap- 
tiſm: When it was as well known, before the Goſpel be- 
gan, that Men, Women, and Children were baptiz d, as 
it is to be known that the Sun is up, when, Se. 


— 
E 


worft Character of the Rabbins and Governors of the Fews 
that tis poflible to conceive. And that Mark 7. 8. reaches 


. expreſly rhe Thing in Diſpute. 


But, Sir, tho our Lord and his Diſciples gave them but a 
very indifferent Character, yet that is more favourable 


than yon can vouchſafe them, and ſuch an One 18 


invite us to liſten to what they ſay in the preſent Caſe, 
Mat. 23. 1, 2, 3. Then ſpake Feſus to the Multitude, and to 
hss Diſciples, ſaying, The Scribes and the Phariſees ſit in Mo- 


ſes Seat. All therefore whatſoever they bid you obſerve, that ob. Y 


ſerve and do, &cc. rr IN Fm Wl 
New does Mak 7, 8. each expreſly the Thing in Dif 
pute; for the Waſhing of Pots and Cups, is only exprefs'd 


$ 
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Z in particular, And truly our Lond's not mentioning the 


Bapriſm of Preſelites on this Occaſion, is an Argument, 


that twas not a, Tradition of the Phariſcat, bur a Divine 


Inſtitution; for otherwiſe our Lord would rather have 
inſtanc d in the Baptiſm of Praſelites, than im the Waſhing 
of Pots and Cups, this being the bolder Step aß the 'Twa, 

as ſeeming to repreſens Circumciſion as an imperfect Ini- 


| dlation. 


- You in your Tenth Letter undertake to prove. thar there 


F was no ſuch Thing as Baprizing the i enn 


The Arguments you uſe are, | 
1. * The Silence of the Seriprures. _ 
But, Sir, is it not plain from Fobn 1. 2 . Thar * 5 


- had a Notion of Baptiſm previous to the Practice of Fobx 


the Baptiſt > For how elſe could they ask him, why bapti- 
zeft rhou then, if thou be not that Chriſt;-nor Elias, net- 


ther that Prophet? 


And are not the Apoſtle 8 Words very expreſs 1 Cor. 10. | 


Y 1, 2. Moreover, Brethren, I would not that ye ſhould be igna- 
rant, how that all our Fathers were under the Cloud, and all 


paſſed thro' the Sea, and were all baptix d unto Mcles in the 
Cload, and in the Sea. 
Beſides, the Texts that ſpeak of purification by Water 


do in effect command the Baptiſm of Praſelitos; for if the 


Native Fews were not pure enough to approach unto God, 
till thus purify d, the Proſelizes requir da folemn Puriheath- 
on by Water. 
2. Another Argument you uſe is, + Thar there is no In- 
or Mention of this Baptiſm, in any other authentick 
antient Hiſtory. Foſephus, Philo, Ganz. in the Accounts of 
the Praſelytiſm of ſome, they have mention d Cireumciſion, 
without ſo much as Glancing at this pretended Baptiſm. 
- Bur, Sir, why muſt the Silence of hole Authors be inſiſt- 


ed on, when the Miſchna is ſo very expreſs ? Theſe oy, 


acted the Parr of Hiſtorians, and twas not their. Buſine 
to take notice of all Cuſtoms: Twas enough to mention 


4 the Circumciſion, of Praſelites, becauſe that, as + you ob- 


ſerve, was a great Badge of a Few: Thar alſo was moſt 
contemn'd by other Nations, and therefore twas fix to 
declare, thar the  Proſelites ſubmitted to it, and did not 
think it diſhonourable. But, as ſor Baptiſm, that was 
ſpoke againſt by none, nor was it che Prerogative ofa 
D 2 Jew; : 
 * Page 365. h V%. 4 f 36490: - ri 


(> 
Fow g for the Chriſtians baptize, and even the Heathen had 
a Sort of Baptiſm among them: And ro whar Purpoſe 
cherefore ſhould theſe Hiftorians mention the Bapriſm of 
their Proſelites? i VV 


8 a | e | N 12411 
8. ® You argue from the Apoſtle's taking no Notice of our 
Bapriſmibeing like that of the Fews, bur comparing it with 
the being baptiz d unto Moſes in the Cloud and Sea. Fa 
This, Sir, according ro my Hypotheſis, is a Confirmati- 
on, that the /Fews did baptize their Proſelites z for I derive 
that Cuſtom from the Iſraelites being baptiz d unto Moſes, 
as you may ſee in my F Sur ex. 7 8 
Beſides, what Occaſion was there for the Apoſtle to tell 
the Chriſtians of his Age, that our Baptiſm was like that 
of the Fews, when they had ocular Demonſtration of it? 
*T was much more affecting for the Apoftle to ſtep ſeveral 
Apes back, becauſe the Scriprure had recorded God's pu- 
niſhing them for their Sins, tho' they had alſo been bapti- 
zed. And this would caurion Chriſtians not to truſt ro the 
Protection of Baptiſm, while they went on in Stn. 
4. You ſay, + that ſeveral Authors of Reputation, eſpe- 
cially the Antients, take no Notice of this ewiſh Initiation, 
I ſhall nor ſtand to examine the Truth of this; for ſup- 
poſe, Sir, ir be ſo, tis nothing to the purpoſe; for how 
few of the Antients underſtood. Hebrew? And conſequently 


were Strangers to the Fewiſh Books. Or if they had been | 


ever ſo well acquainred with this Jewiſy Initiation, yet 
what Occaſion had they to mention it in the Writings they 
have left behind them? How rare a Thing would it be in 
our Days, for a Chriſtian Author to intimate any Thing of 
this Nature, were it not for the unhappy Controverſy of 
Infanr-Bapriſm ? Tis ſufficienr, that the antient Few: 
Writers have tranſmitted this Practice to us; for they cou'd 
nor deſign ro impoſe on us. Tis ſtrange, that the Silence 
of others muſt determine this Practice of the Fews, againſt 
the expreſs Declaration of the Fews themfelves. | 
Bur while you are on this Head, & you charge us with 
Prejudice, Partiality and Inconſiſtency, in ſaying, Baptiſm 
wag borrow'd from the Jewiſh Initiation, and yet that it 
ſucceeds Circumcifion, l 
la my poor Opinion, Sir, tis no Inconſiſtency to ſay a 
Practice is borrow'd of one Thing, and ſucceeds another. 
The Jem, have even to this Day a Cuſtom, that, upon ſp- 
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1 de Occaſions; the Maſter of che Family bleſſes Bread 


and rhe Cup, and diſtributes them to the i And 
from this Cuſtom, the Learned generally conclude. our Sa- 
viour borrow'd the Sacrament of his Supper, and yet we 
ſay, this Sacrament ſucceeds that of the Paſſover. So ous 
preſent Cuſtom of Fighting wich Guns, was borrow'd from 


dhe Germans; and muſt we not lay © torres e ſucceed 


our antient Bows and Arrows 

You farther object, Thar ſuppoſe the 8 froth Moſes 
to our Saviour's Time, did thus receive their Proſelites by 
Bapriſm, et it can do no Service ro the Cauſe of Fre. 
un aao 

1. What Proof is there except from the Rebbins, chat 
Infants were fo admitted? 1 

This Proof, Sir, is fufficient; for made what Tempra- 
non could they lie to deceive us? The Thing alſo ſpeaks 
for itſelf; for if Circumciſion and Baptiſm, were the Initi- 
ation of che Parents, why muſt it be ſuppos d, that the In- 
fants were initiated only by Circumciſion? They muſt be 
impure if their Parents were, and conſequently 500 in 
Need of the {ame Purification by Water.” 

But you add, 5 2453 

2. That even ſuppoſe Proſilites and N infants were 
uſually initiated by Baptiſm; will it therefore follow rhe 
Chriſtian Bapriſm muſt exactly the ſame, and adminiſtred 


to the ſame Perſons? By no means. How dangerous 


and pernicious this Conſequence is, appears from the Han- 
dle ir gives the Sorinians, Quakers, and Libertines, to explode 


the Uſe of this Sacrament altogether among the Offsprin 


of Cbriſtian Parents. Mr. Wall rakes notice of this Dif- 


ficulty; bur I think he ſays nothing to evade the Force of 


it, and only fotes har both Sides allow che Necetliry of 
this Sacrament, Sc. 

Lou muſt, Sir, have read Mr. Wall. too 'curſorily, or 
elſe you could never have ſaid this of him; for in two 
Places of his Book, he delivers that which in effect ſolves 
this Difficulty. Tho rhe Fews (ſays he) nor their Children 
were baptiz d, but only Proſelites under the Law; yer they 
cannot be exempted now, becauſe in Reſpect of che Chriſtian 
Religion the Fews themſelves have the ſame Need of be- 
coming Praſelites, and of being baptiz d, that other Nations 
* 9355 Goſpel has nn, Nr under ous ; and St. Paul 
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Penig of this very Marter of Bapri@a, apa; har in Re || Fr) 
pect of ir, there is neither Jem nix Greeks, i. e. there is no Fhen 
ifference between them. The ent themſelves do ſe % | 
to have underftoad that when the Chriſt came, their Nati. 
en muſt be baptiz d as well as others: And there fore they 
ask d Job (who baptia d Jews) why: baptizeſt thou then, if 
thou be not that Chriſt. nar Elias? & . 
Thus far Mr. Wall. To which let me add, that Dr. Ham 
mund, Biſhop Taylor, Mr. Mailer, and ſome others of tbe 
Learned, do apprehend, that not only the Childreg of Fro. 
 folites, born before the Proſelitiſm of their Parents, were 
baptiz d, but ſuch alſo as were born afterwards: Nay, thar 
the Children of Native Fems were baptiz d and if ſo,-your 
Objection vaniſhes. Bur ſuppoſe ir otherwiſe; and yet the H 
Socimans and orher Sectaries ean take no Handle from our 
Way of arguing, becauſe we aſſert, that our-Lord appoint» = Hor 
ed Bapriſm ro ſucceed Circumciſion, and in ſo doing, hass Wer 
appointed, that all rhe Infants of Chriſtians fhould be bap-k Ta 
tiz d, Whatever the Practice was as to Profelites.  ÞX © 
I win therefore, you don t rather harden rhe. Socinians, 8 ” . 
in their Contempt of Baptiſm, by your Denial of Baptiſws 
ſucceeding Circumciſion; for what Argument can ſo eſſectu-˖ * 
ally make it out, that Baptiſm is a ftantling Sacrament in 
the Church, as this of Bapriſm's ſucceeding Circumciſionꝰ 
Tou farther object, that according to the Principles of * 
the Pædobaptiſtt themſelves, there is no manner of Analogy _ 
berween this pretended. ewiſh and the Chriftian Pædobap- 
tiſm: For the Jens, they ſuppoſe, baptiz d the Parents 
together with the Infants born to em, before their actual 
Proſelitiſm; but on the contrary, thoſe born te Chriſtian Pa- 
rents before their Converſion to Chriſtianity, are accounted 
an unholy Seed; and not capable of Baptiſm, as Dr. hithy, 
and moſt Pædobabtiſts are of Opinion Again, tho the 
Fews ſhould be allow'd to have bapriz'd the Infant Children 
of Proſelites, it no more follows we muſt do ſo roo, than 
that we ought to admit em to the other Sacrament, be- 
cauſe the Fews caus d their Infant Children to eat of the 
Paſchal Lamb. ein e Fin ds 
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Ler ſuch, Sir, anſwer the former of theſe Objections, 
who are affected with it; for rhe Controverſy we ate 
upon is not. If Children are at their Parents Converſion 
to Chriſtianity, come to Years of Diſcretion, they are not 
to be baptiz d by Virtue of their Parents Faith, as is evi- 
dent from Mat. 3. 7, 8, 9. Bus when he (John) ſam many 0 F 
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4 the Phariſees and Sadducers eme leo bis Baptiſin, he quid unte 


them, 0 Generation of Vipers, who ee 


3 


4 | them * ze om Brangfnth: therefore Fruiti meer ur N- 


ance. And tbink nor to fay within yourfelves, we huve Abra- 
20 du Rather. This Text, I own, excludes Adult Chil- 


4 dren from being baptiz d by Virtue of the Parenrs Faith; 


bur 1 don't ſes in Scriptur any Thing againft che Non- 
Adult: And this Scruple is, in n Mind, much as reaſona- 
He; as if we ſhould deny to give a Perſoh Poſſeſſion of an 
Eſtate, becauſe his Father purchas d ir after he was born. 


A As to What you fay of Infaurs eating the 'Paſehal Lamb; 


you ought w have turn d us to fome Place of Seeipture that | 
3 this: At ſeems from Sam. 1. 21, 2 23. That 


q Hamab did not: think Camel was oblig d to eat the Paſſo- 
d for be ie could the juſtify ber 


EE him ar 
ee when Elan her Midsband, and all his Houſe 
— ow cher mh :0-ear the Paſſover? And the Fews gene- 


that none 8 This, \ Ul they were 


3 Teen Vears ard a Day old. 


So that if any Infants « did ear of che Pafcbit Lan, fr 
was not paſchal, but as a common Meal, even juſt, as 


2 when any Bread or Wine i is left at a Sacrament, i wy be 


given to Children 
3. You ſay, ® whatever might be the Prattice "of the 
Jews, we we need only ge back to St. Fobn's Baptiſm, which 
there is more Reaſon to think was the Patern of Chriſt's 
than a Fewſb' Ceremony, becauſe he was our Saviour's 
immediare Forerunner. | 
This, Sir, is no betrer chan witling ; ; for even St. Jobn's 
Bapriſm was borrow'd from the | Fewiſh Ceremony = 
peak of. Nor id there any Thing ſpoken of St. 


'Y Baptiſm, that can be fairly turn d againſt gat, Be; . 


for Mar. 3. 5, Sc. 48, 19. 4. are ro de underſtood/as Fre- 


requiſites only of the Adult. 


The Jews inſiſted on much the ſame Pre-requiſites- from 
their Adult Profelites, before they would baprize them; 
bur they baptiz d Infants without ſuch Pre- requiſites. And 
what is there ſaid more in theſe Texts of Baptiſm, than is 


_ ſaid in Deut. 30. 6. Fer. 4. 4. Deut. 10. 16. Rom. 4. 11. of 


Cirgumcifiow? And yer ir would be abſurd ro argue from 
theſe Texts, that Infanrs were not circumcis'd ;' becauſe 
they had nor the — and Faith which theſe Texts 


| ou 
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(32) 
ſpeak of. And eſpecially I wonder how any can read Rom: 
4. 11. where Circumciſion is call'd a Seal of the Righteouſs 
neſs of the Faith, which Abraham bad yet; being uncircum- 
cid; and yet exclude Infants from Baptiſm, .becauſe | 
they had not actual Faith. For no Text in the New Tea 
ment, has chat plauſible Appearance of Faith's being the 
eſſential Term of Baptiſm, as this for its being ſuck, of Cir 
cumciſion ; and yet tis plain, Infants were cifcumcis di. 

rift 4. You fay, 95 in the laſt Place, to fix the Marter 
entirely, this Cuſtom of the Fews to initiate all Preſeliter 
and their Children by Baptiſm, allowing che Fact to be e- 
ver ſa certain, was at beſt only a traditionary Cer 
from rhe Rebbins--- The Rabbins themſelves tacitly conſe 
this; in arguing from the legal Waſnings; and expreſly in 
that very Determination of the Diſpute between Rub. Eli- 
ear, and Rub. Joſbua, which our Antagoniſts conſtantiy 
quote, in cheſe Words; Dt the wiſe Men pranounc d, that 
ill he were both circumcis'di and baptis'd, he mat not a Proſe: 
1 lire. For this makes it appear, they 'derivid:the Practice 
1 only from the Authority of their Elders, as may be ſeen by 


ö comparing theſe Words with Maimonides's claſſical Diſtri- 
þ butions, particularly his Third and Fifth, n 


Tis, Sir, ſomewhat ſtrange, that you ſnould make the 
Rubbins arguing from the legal Waſhings, a tacit Confeſſi- 
on, that they thought the Baptiſm of Proſelites a traditiona- 
ry Ceremony, when they have expreſly declar'd the con- 
trary. You: f introduce Mr. Hill, as ſaying, roo, the Le- 
vitical Waſhings anſwer our Baptiſm: And muſt this be 
interpreted a raCir- Confeſſion, that Mr. Hill thought our 
Baptiſm a traditionary Ceremony 


; 4 3 1480 
Nor do your claſſical Diſtributions help you out; for 
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Wi. pray read Mr. + Halls Anſwer to Sir Norton! Knatchbull ges 
5 on this Oecaſion. Beſides, don't: the wiſe. Men;pronounce 
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— per 7, + 


the_ſame of Circumciſion as of Baptiſm? And ſhall ! Fo 
therefore compare this with the claſſical Diſtributions, and 7 
ſay the Rabbins deriv'd the Practice of Circumciſion. only 
from the Authority of the Elder??? 
Thus, Sir, have I given you my Thoughts of this Jew- 
iſh Baptiſm, and ſhou}d now proceed to the Practice f 
the Primitive Church, but I would not be too tedious, 
and ſhall therefore reſerve that for my next. "a ary - | 


J am, Sir, &c: 
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1 | an bring from the Fathers, * eaſily collected from our 


030 
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TAving examin 4 in my 128, your RefleQtions on the 
Fewiſh Baptiſm, T propoſe in this ro do the fame, as 

to the Practice of rhe Primitive Church; 

Your Eleventh Letter begins with a long Preamble for 


Y and againſt the Fathers, that you will and you won t admit 
their Authority: This I gueſs was done Th ſome Poli- 
7 tick Deſign, perhaps to ſecure a Rerrear, if you ſaw Occa- 


fion. But not to inſiſt on this. 
Ler us ſee whar you produce from the Fathers: 
The firſt you cite, is St. Barnabas; and you are angry 


3 with Mr. Wall for omitting him. 


Pray, Sir, reconcile this with the Animadverfion you 


make on Mr. Wall, for citing the ſpurious Conſtitutions of 
te Apoſtles, “ and how (ſay you) he can make them of a- 
ny Authority then, I leave his own Conſcience to anſwer. 
1 Unhappy Mr. Wall ! if thou leay'ſt out St. Barnabas's KR- 


piſtle, which Dr. Gale t owns to be ſpurious, thou art 


4 chart d with being unfair; whereas for citing the Conſti- 


rutions, thou art tax d with Unfairneſs. | 

Bur if this, Sir, was criminal in Mr. Wall, why did 
you imitare him ? And pretend to impoſe a Paſſage as St. 
Barnabas s, which you knew was none of his? Beſides, 
there is nothing in the Paſſage againſt Infant-Bapriſm ; for 
the moſt you can mike of ir is, rhar the Adult are meant 


But that I may at once er this, and all other Paſſa- D 
ges you cite from the Fathers, except Tertullian, let me 


2 propoſe ro your Conſideration, 


1. That in thoſe early Days of Clriftienity, Adulr — 


tiſm was more common than now, becauſe of the nume- 
rous Converts from Fudaiſm or Paganiſm. 


2. That this pretended Letter of St. Barnabas, and all 


1 the antient Letters, Books, and Sermons, were addreſs d 
to Perſons of riper Years; and is it any Wonder then 


that rhe Expreſſions ſuir ſuch ? | 
3- May not E ions of the Fas Purport with thoſe 
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Letters, Books, and Sermons > What Miniſter among us, 
bur inay ſay what you cite from St. Hermas ? viz. * And 1 
ſay unto you all, whoſoever have receiv d this Seal, keep Sim- 
plicity, and remember not Affronts, &c. . | 
You inſinuate, Sir, F That we are at a Loſs to know, 
why Infants are baptiz d; and you argue ſtrangely about 
Baptiſm's Cleanſing from Original Sin. 
We never, Sir, told you we were at ſuch a Loſs ; and 
you may read the important Uſes of Infant-Bapriſm in my 
+ Survey. And, as to Original Sin, it may be pardon d, 
and yer not eradicated, Rom. 7. 17. Now then, (ſays the Apo- 
file) it is no more I that do it, but Sin that dwelteth in me. And 
pray, Sir, are your Votaries perfect after Baptiſm ? Is 
Sin, as ro them, eradicared ? If not, why muſt the Cor- 
ruptions which Children diſcover, as they grow up, be 
made an Argument againſt Infant-Baptiſmm 
You next preſent us with what you 5 call an impregna- 
ble Fortreſs of Antipædo- baptiſm, viz. 1 Pet. 3. 21. The 
like Figure whereunto Baptiſm doth alſo now ſave us, (not the 
putting away of the Filth of the Fleſh, but the Anſwer of a good 
Conſcience towards God) by the Reſurrefion of Feſus Chriſt. . 
You might, Sir, eafily make this Text coincide with In- 
fanr-Bapriſm, if you would but uſe the ſame Dlſtinction 
here, as in John 3. 5. and as the Apoftle, who was Adult, 
is one of thoſe ſpoken of, there is all the Reaſon in the 
World, to read the Verſe thus, The like Figure, whereunto 
Baptiſm doth alſo now ſave us ( Adult,) not the putting away of 
the Filth of the Fleſh, &c. _ Wn rs 
' - Beſides, what Dr. Mphitby obſerves, of, Sr. Paul's ſay- 
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ing as much of Circumciſion, Rom. 2. 29. as St. Peter does 
in this Text of Baptiſm, is very juſt, and too cogent to be 
evaded by what you have intimated, viz, But with Sub- 
miſſion to the Doctor? I am (ſay you) of Opinion the Caſes 
are not at all Parallel For rhe Baptiſm which ſaves is e- f 
preſsly deſcribd and limited to be, 1. Not the putting awag 
the Filth of the Fleſh; but, 2. The Anſwer of a good Conſciencde. 
Whereas St. Paul's Words do not import that the only Cir- 
cumciſion which ſavd, was 1. Not the Circumciſion of the 
Fleſh : But, 2. The Circumciſion of the Heart and Spirit. 
Or however, there is certainly this Difference, that St. Paul 


does nor ſpeak of Circumciſion, 


Nor 


Page 430. f P. 403, 404. 4 P. 12, &c. 5 P. 416. 4 
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The next Scripture you gloſs on, is M 


. 

Nor is there any Room to diſtinguiſh between the old 
and new Diſpenſarion ; for the Apoſtle addreſſes himſelf to 
Jews, who had nor as yet been told that Circumciſion, as 
to them, was aboliſh'd, ſee Act, 21. 20, Sc. and even on 


chis Occaſion the hi ſays, Circumciſion -verily profiteth if 


thou keep the Law. that conſider it as it was Argumentum 
ad Hominem, and the Words are of the ſame Import, as if 


Circumciſion had been then as much in Force as ever.. 
Beſides, the Doctrine the Apoſtle Paul preaches in this 


Chapter of the Circumciſion of the Heart, is but the ſame 


which had been preach d under the old Diſpenſation, as ap- 


pears from Deut. 10. 16. 30. 6. Jer. 4. 4. 


r 
you fancy thoſe Children were brought to Chrift ro be 


heal'd, or to prevent Poſſeſſion. 


- Bur, Sir, you may equally ſuppoſe the fame of Foſeph's 


having Ephraim and Manaſſeh to Facob, Gen. 48. 1, 13, 14. 
I have read of the Papiſt uſing Holy Water to prevent 
Poſſeſſion; but the Scriprure is ſilent as to any being brought 


to Chriſt for this Purpoſe. Nor were they brought to be 
heal'd; for there is not a Syllable of thier Indiſpoſition, or 


Cure: And how unnarural would it have been in the Diſ- 
Ciples, to be angry with Parents for bringing their ſick 


Chiiden to d curd̃ 7 £9294 509 

But what, Sir, ſhould incline you to put ſuch a Conſtru- 
ction as this upon the Deſign of theſe Children being 
brought ro Chriſt 2 For be the Deſign of the Parents what 
it will, our Lord's ſaying on this Occaſion, That of ſuch 
is the Kingdom of Heaven, does effectually prove what 


we aim ar, viz. Thar the Infants of Profeſſors are in Co- 


venant. 5 | 

Do you pur ſuch a Conſtruction on it to prevent our in- 
ferring from this Text, that the Profeſſors in our Lord's 
Days believ'd Children were capable of Spiritual Bleffing ? 
We will excuſe you of that Trouble; for we will only re- 
fer you to ſuch Texts, as Luke 1. 15. 41, 44. where Fohn 
the Baptiſt is ſaid ro be filled with the Holy Ghoſt, even 


from his Mother's Womb; and to leap there for Joy of 
Chriſt. 5 | 8 | 


All that we expect therefore, is, that you would prove, 


that Chriſt's Deportment towards theſe Children, don't 


evince their being in Covenant. Somewhat of this Nature 
WES 3 i „ vou 
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dr rw attempted, but with what Succeſs I ſhall now 
conuder. oy . | ROOTS REM 
But tho (ſay you) it will be readily allow'd, rhat Infants 
are capable of receiving the Kingdom, it can in no wiſe 
follow, that this means nothing elſe but their Fitneſs to en- 
ter into Covenant. This is directly begging rhe Queſtion. 
If by Kingdom of Heaven, were meant the Church of 
Chriſt, there 2 indeed be ſome greater Colour for the 
Doctor's Way of arguing: Bur if it means only the King- 
dom of Glory, as it plainly does, then the Doctor's Argu- 
ment is grounded on a Miſtake; for tho Infants are Sub- 
jects of rhe Kingdom of Glory, it will not on that Occaſi- 
on appear neceſſary for em to be baptiz d, in order to 
ualify em for that Glory: On the contrary, it rather 
ollows, ſince as Infants they are Subjects of that Kingdom, 
they have no need of this Ceremony to give em a Right 
which they have already 4 Beſides, if the Kingdom 
did mean the Church, how does it appear Infants were to 
be admitted into it by Baptiſm ? Baptiſm is the only Way 
of admitting Adult Perſons, but ir is no where preſcrib d 
ro Infants. I ſhould rather imagine from the Words, that 
if Infants are to be admitted at all, by any Ceremony, it 
muſt be only by laying on of Hands, and by Prayer; for 
neither our Lord's Words, nor his Actions, give us Room 
to think of any o tber. 5 
Theſe Sir, are your own Words, and the Remarks I 
make are, | „ | 
1. That for ought you have ſaid, by the Kingdom of 
Heaven, may in this Text be meant the Church of Chriſt. 
+ You refer us indeed to its Parallel, Mark 10. 15. And 
-note, that the Church Militant cannot be meanr, becauſe 
of rhis Sentence, He 2 not enter therein. But is there 
not the very fame Paſſage in Fohn 3. 5? And yet you make 
2 Scruple to F aſſert, that the Church Militant is intended 
there. TE | | 
And if the Church Militant be alſo meant here, then tis 
apparent Infants are to be admitted into it by Baptiſm, for 
there was but one Way, under the Law, of admitting into 
the Church both Adult and Infants, and why muſt there 
be more under the Goſpel 2 Our Lord's Words and Acti- 
ons on this Occaſion don't intimate, that if Infants are ro 
be admitted ar all, by any Ceremony, it muſt be ones by 
| oh ks gs 7 


— 
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laying on of Hands, and Prayer; for theſe Children were 
not now admitted into the Church, bur had been before 
this, at rhe Converſion of their Parents, with whom alſo 
eis probable chey were baptized. And yon might as well 
have pretended to declare, that the Church of Bugland, 
dem t admit Infants into the Church by Baptiſm. But that ” 
vou rather imagine, that if Infants are admitted at all, 7 
any Ceremony, it muſt be only by laying on of Hands, an- 
by Prayer; for neither the Biſhop's Words at the Congr- 
mation 2 nor his Actions give us Room to think © 
. 2. Thar if the Kingdom af Glory be meant in this Text, 
tis you, and not we, Sir, thar directly beg the Queſtion 3 

for what Inference can be more natural, chan thar Infants 


* 


are Members of Chriſt's Church on Earth, if they are Heirs 
of Glory? What! ſhall Chrift own them in Heaven, and 
mall we diſown them in Earth! are rhey of the Number af 
that glorious Society at Death, and ſhall we exclude them 
from our Society while living? Are not they capable, of 
entering into Covenant with God? Gen. 17. . Deut. 29. 
40, 11, 12. and why ſhould we then treat them as if they 
Wen neapabl@F? mn ff non 
3. That I am ſurpriz d ar theſe Expreſſions of yours, viz. 
For tho' the Infants are Subjects of the Kingdom of Glory, 
it will not on that Occaſion appear neceſſary for em to be 
paptiz d, in order to qualify them for that Glory: On 
the contrary, it rather follows, ſince as Infants they are 
Fubjects of that Kingdom, they have no need of this Ce- 
Femony to give em a Right which they have already. 
I thought Baptiſm did not give a Right to Glory, but 
Pas a Seal affix d to our previous Right, Rom. 4. 11. And 
hat you have, Sir, here advanc d 2 Infant-Baptiſm, 
F as applicable to Adult. Baptiſm; for Faith in Chriſt is 
hne Term of Adult-Baptiſm: Bur our Lord ſays, Fohn 6. 
7. He that believeth on me bath everlaſting Life : Ergo, ſays 
| he Quaker in your Language, Since as Believers they are 
Subjects of that Kindom, they have no need of this Cere- 


1 ny to give em a Right which they have already. 
| SI. Your Telkih Lener begins thus. 
nk rf Comury of Chriſtianity I have already diſpatch'd, 


and am now to examine the Second. 
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Martyr being the firſt of the Ancients,” we produce for In- Go 
fant-Baptiſm. Bur I ſhall give an Anſwer to this when! 1 
come to Tertullian. Only ar preſent let me obſerve, That CITE 
even this is earlier than you can produte againſt Infanr- qu⸗ 
Baptiſm; and therefore ſo far we have the Advantage of 1. 
Rut let us hear the Sentiment of Zaſein. Perc 
One Paſſage you take Notice of is, * That the Holy MA 
Martyr, arguing againft the Ceremonies of the Law, takes as: 
Occaſion to oppoſe ro the carnal Circumciſion, that which the 
is Spiritual; and this, we being Sinners, thro' God's Mer- in 
cy have receiv'd (ſays he) by Baptiſm; and every one is h 
rmitted to receive it in the ſame MMM. ma 
From this Paſſage, Mr. Val ventures to infer, that u- wo 
Nin thought Baptiſm was to Chriſtzans inſtead of Circumci- per 
fion. But you think this Inference very unfair. Ilate 
IJ 0 adjuſt this Matter therefore, Sir, let it be conſider d. Dun. 
1. Thar this Paſſage is much of the ſame Import witn wh: 
Col. 2. 11, 12, the Explieation of which I have given in my | this 
+ Survey. of ooo Fo EL VOv 52 £5 2 9 
2. The Martyr is arguing with Trypho a Few, about Cir- |. £1 
cumciſion; and to what Purpoſe is Baptiſm mention'd on 28 
this Occaſion, if the Martyr did not think it was to Chriſti- F 
ans inſtead of Circumciſion > r * Tg i 1 
There is a ou deal of Force in the Words, if we take by 
them as thus, You Fews boaſt of receiving ſpiritual Circum- Por 
ciſion by carnal Circumciſion; and tho! we have not this Chu 
carnal Circumciſion, yer we are even with you; for by do · 
Bapriſm we receive ſpiritual Circumeiſion: Baptiſm is that . Poſſ 
ro us, and conveys that/to us which you pride yourſelves in, # tbe 
as to Circumciſion, -. Bree ©... 
3. Your firſt and ſecond ObjeQions againſt Mr. al, | 81v1i 
only prove, that Fuſtin'don't in this Place call Bapriſm ſpi- ther, 
ritual Circumciſion ; bur not that F#ſtin did not think Bap- this 
tiſm was inſtead of carnal Circumcifion. And your Third whie 
Objection is in Effect a Proof, that Fuſtin and the Primitive B 
Church in general held this Notion of Baptiſm; for did note 
not they believe rhe ſame of Baptiſm as of Circumciſion, fron 
that ir was a Type of ſpiritual Circumciſion ? cauſ 
But you aſſert, Sir, + that if Baptiſm ſucceeds to us in- Was 

ſtead of Circumciſion; yer this don't affect Infant-Bap-. ! 
we: ir, © x GBs 1. In- 7 
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circumciz d, and Baptiſm ſuccee 
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Law z but were not order d to, be baptiz d under the 
Goſpel. x . 75 5 1 N f 54 7 I 4.45 "© rs | ; 8 of bo | 
2. That if Infants muſt be barn, becauſe they were 

ds : Circumciſion, - ſo it e- 


- 


qually follows that Infants muſt be baptiz d on the Eighth 


NAne. 28. 19. is an 


Day, and Women muſt not be baptiz ll. 
As to the former of theſe Objections; if the Infants of 
Profeſſors are. e as we conclude them to be, then 
xpreſs Order to baprize them. Beſides, 

as they were once order d to have the initiating Seal, and 


the New Tſtament has not repeal d this Order, tis as much 
in Force as ever, and the Silence of the New Teſtament 


| which you urge againſt us, is in this Caſe, equal to a Com- 


mand. I think in your Explication of Mat. 28. 19. you 


wou'd illuſtrate it by referring us to the Extent of Laws; 
rmir me therefore to tranſcribe a Paſſage which I have 


lately read in Dr. Ayliffe's. Antient and Preſent State of the 
3% Univerſity of Oxford, which may, in my Opinion, anſwer 
what you have ſaid there, and here roo. The Paſſage is 
this: © If rhe King incorporates a College by one Name, 
7 © and afterwards incorporates the ſame by another Name; 
* ſuch College ought ro uſe their Name according to the Se- 
cond Incorporation; and yet they continue their Poſſeſſions, 
< Rights and Privileges which they had by the other Name. 


To apply this, Chriſt Jeſus once incorporated his Church 
by the Name of the Few:/þ Church, and afterwards incor- 
porated the ſame by another Name, 0:7. the Chriſtian 


Church; the Church ought to uſe their Name according 


to the Second Incorporation; and yet they continue their 


Poſſeſſions, Rights and Privileges, which they had by the 


other Name; except ſuch as are evidently repeal'd by the 
Second Incorporation, of which Sort it don't appear, the 
giving the initiating Seal ro Infants is to be reckon d: Nay, 
there are ſeveral Reaſons which may incline us ro believe, 
this was.nor repeal d by the Second Incorporation, ſome of 

which I have hinted in my F Survey. | 0 
Zut, beſides this Paſſage of Dr. Hliffes, let me farther 
note, that we preſs the Obſervance of the Lord's Day, 
from the Fourth Commandment. And why is this, bur be- 
cauſe this Day is to the Chriſtian Church, what the Seventh 
was to the Feipiſh, and ſucceeds that; and * the 
c N ame 
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ſame v 
as Baptiſm is the ſame to the Chriſtian Church, as Circum- 
ciſion to the ewiſh, and ſucceeds it, what are the Commands 
to circumciſe, bur ſo many Commands now ro baptize? And 
_ why may. not we preſs Infant-Baptiſm from the ame Texts? 
la a Word, ſuppoſe Infant-Bapriſm to be obſcurely deli- 
ver d in the New Teftament: Nay, that the Næw Teſtament is 
abſolurely filent abour it; and yet we have better Aurheri- 
ry for Baptizing Infanrs, than you have for the Subjects of 
your Baptiſm ; for we write after the fair Partern of God 
himſelf, who gave Infants che initiating Seal; and can ap- 
peal to an Order in the Old Teftament, which we don't find 
repeald in the New. But ſhew us an Order or Inſtance in 
either of the Teſtaments in Favour of your Baptiſm, i. e. 

of ſuch who, rho' born of Chriftian Parents, had their Bap- 
tiſm defer'd till Adult. [[ 

As to your other Objection of the Bapriſm of Women; 
and the Eighth Day; I have in my Survey given · a Solution. 


8 


obliges the Obſervance of the Lord's Day? And f. tho 


And that is a very fair one, which you have intimared; PT 


bur they'll tell us {+ fay you) the Apoſtles vary d in theſe 
and ſuch like Particulars, which is Warrant enough for 
them ro do fo roo. This you wou'd fain evade, by ſaying, 
and the Apoftles vary'd alfo in another Particular, viz. 
that whereas Infants were us d to be circumcis d, they ad- 
miĩtted none but the Adult to Baptiſm. But, Sir, this Eva- 
ſion won't do; for tis a Petitio Printipii. We can turn 
on to Ad 8. 12. 16. 15. which expreffy declare, the Apo- 
les baptiz d Women; but you never yet have found that 
Text of Scriprure which intimates, that the Apoſtles admit- 
ted none but the Adult to Baptiſm. VVV 
Tis true we have not in the New Teſtament, ſuch exprefss 
Inſtances of Baptizing Infants, as of Women; but the 
Reaſon is, there was not the ſame Occafion. "Twas con- 
venient Women ſhould expreſly be mention'd, becauſe 
they had not the former initiating Seal, Circumciſion; but 
as Infants had us d to be thus initiated, upon the Exchange 
of the Seal, twas ſufficient, that no Excluſion of them was 
mention d; for that is a racit Acknowledgment, that their 
Right to Initiation is continued. C 
And 'tis obſervable, that the Scripture is very ſparing in 
expreſs Inſtances of Infant-Circumciſion; for in that ſo- 
TJemn and general Circumciſion which we read of, Fofhaa 
1 | | 5. tho' 
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'Y dne. . 


Bap 15 th 18 
en rtl Tn ee 0 e j 941 


1 dn AS. a formida 


2 5 | | 41 ö 
1 ; La O doubt Thouſants of lafagts were cirtuincir 


of chem, ur they hav: 
7 And in the Old 
Te/ cemerhb ur one expreſs Inſtance of Infants 
ae 75 Ling 1 4 ay; why then mult 
= b 115 N for Iaſtances of 
. POET there! is but on 
Old Teſtame: 
bak Arte it ſeem there is ere an expreſs. 12 
6 wen * Iatant-Rapti 25 the New? 
nezt attack 8 uh Fuſtin Marty 's Silence in tis 
133 asg to the Baptiſm of Infants. This you look up- 
ble e Argument; for badi us NN. It op 
Bier 220000 
" ThisS A 5 2 AY, 18 e „ 
1. Becauſe fe. introduces the. Kevin be gives 
rer of thus: left, {a IV he, if I 5 
pe Tl m r (rk 10. > deal, un airly it ſome 
N 394061 


is mentioning Infant. Baptiſtn might have been uſeful 
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The firſt, Reaſy n ou allign, Bn, Sir, anſwers itſelf; for 7 
14515 ee diſcover Th Deſign to ſay as little as po- 
Able of. Baptiſm, becapſe. ig Heathen; did not reflect oy 
12 for 57 and 7 oat have been needleſs thefefore, 

hey: to his intended Bre vity to haye mention d d in- 

— ¹ ſm. | 

The. ſame Anſwer deftrays your third Reaſon : Only, 1 
me add; Thar ſpeaking to an Heathen, what lirtle* he ſaid 
of Baptiſm, ſhould be to inform him how they initiated 


Your Second Reaſon is of no Force; for, Ly” 
1. It ſuppoſes rHar Fuſtin muſt needs bit upon every Ar- 
| zumens that comes into Dr. Gale's Mini 
2. If Dr. Gale had been then living, and, ſuggeſted this 
NED to Tuſtin, he.ptgbably had nt inſerted it in his 
pology ; fot the Antients had a ſhorter, and more affe- 
cting BEET of. anſweting.: this Calumny, 21. They appeal'd 
to 1 at were ever e ws their Anwi N 
hey 
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they could give a fingle Inſtance of the Chriſtians Murder- 
ing their Children. "This Argument might ſhame their E- 
nemies, and fill them with the urmoſt Confuſion : Bur thar 


which you ſuggeſt might perhaps render the Chriſtians | . 
more ſuſpicious ; for the Heathen had ſome Ceremonies 
preparatory to their ſlaying their Sacrifices ; we read of rhe 
Prieſt of Jupiter bringing Oxen and Garlands unto the 
Gates to be a Sacrifice,  A&s 14. 13. and in * Godwin's M- 
man Antiquities, WE meet with a Ceremony of pouring 
Wine mix d with Frankincenſe, npon the Beaſt's Head, 


Juſt before he was flaln for Sacrifice; and therefore the 


mentioning of 'Infanr-Bapriſin, in this Caſe, might have 
been turn d upon the Chriſtians by the Heathens, as a Pre- 
pararive ro the Murdering of their Children. Beſides, the 
Heathens knew that rhe Chriſtians were themſelves baptiz d, 
and if this Confideration would not prevent the Heathen 


ſuſpeCting them wicked enough to perpetrate fuch'a Crime, 


why ſhould the Conſideration of their Baptizing rheir 
Children, .make them entertain more charirable Thoughts 
of them? . 71 5 13 228 H {IT 23S $i nn 
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I The Paſſages you cite from Juſtin againſt Mr. Wal, it 
ve, that the Chriſtians of that Age, us d the 
ord Regeneration for Bapriſm, ttiey do however make it 

appear, that by regenerated they meant ſuch as had been 

daptiz d, which is Tantamount. And therefore, where 

We read in the Ancients of Infants being regenerated, tis 

the ſame Thing as if they had told us they were baptiz 0. 

One Inſtance of this Nature you take notice of in Ire- 

neus. His Words are, He (i. e. Chriſt) came to Save all per- 
ſons by himſelf; all I mean, who by him are regenerated 
unto God, Infants, and Little Ones, and Children, and 

: Youths, and Elder Perſons. l AG 

Againſt this Paſſage you object; OM Er 

1. Tis a Queſtion whether it be Genuine, becauſe rhe 
latter Part of the Chapter, from whence the Words are 
taken, ſpeaks as if Chriſt liv'd till above Fifty, and that this 

Account was receiv'd from St. ohn and other Apoſtles; 

. whereas in the Beginning of the Chapter, he ſays, Chriſt 

was baptiz d at Thirty, and enumerates but Three Paſſovers 5 


7 don't. prove 


afterwards. ' . 


2. That we have not Ireneus's own Words, but only a 
Tranſlation of em, and that very corrupt. 5 
| | = 8 | | . 2. That 3 
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1 3. That tis a Miſtake to think by regenerated is meant 
baptiz d. e 


4. Thar Infants does not neceſſarily ſignify here Young 
Children not capable of Reaſon, bur may be extended ro 
all under Ten Years, and ſome of that Age may be capable 
of Bapriſm. | 1 Rs 15 1 
As to the former of theſe Objections; Tis not impoſſi- 


a ble but ſuch an Account of Chriſt's Age might be receiv d 


from St. John. See John 8. 57. Thou art not yet Fifty Tears 


3 old, Would they have ſaid thus ro Chriſt if they had nor 


thought him pretty near that Age? Beſides, let it be conſi- 
der d, chat he was Thirty when baptiz d, and was Forty 
Days in the Wilderneſs, and compare this with Fohn 14. 9. 
21. 25. and judge wherher Chriſt was nor longer on Earth 
than the more common Opir on is. Mr. Dodwell's Compura- 


tion, as you obſerve, varies from that which is more gene- 
rally receiv'd. 1 | alta 
But, you ſay, Irenæus contradicts himſelf, becauſe in the 
Beginning of the Chapter, he ſays, Chriſt was baptiz d at 
I Thirty, and enumerates but Three Paſſovers afterwards. 


Petavius s Solution which you take notice of, Sir, has 


never yet been anſwer d, and you ought not to have re- 
jected it without aſſigning a Reaſon. | | 


* — 


Beſides, I have collected more Contradictions than one 
out of your Book, (which tis no Matter to trouble the 


World with, but you, if you pleaſe, may have a Copy of 
them) and why may not Irenæus be guilty of Inadverrency 
er- as well as Dr. Gale? However, if you won't ſuppoſe this, 
ted there is this Medium, the Inconſiſtency may be ſpurious, 
ing and yet this Paſſage for Infant-Baptiſm may be genuine. 
= And this brings me ro your Second Objection, viz. that 
we have nor Ireneus's own Words, but only a Tranſlation 
he of em, and that very corrupt. as = TL 
are The Paſſage, Sir, we are now upon, is very pertinent, 
his and becoming Irenæus; nor is there any Colour to ſuppoſe 
es; it was inſerted by another Hand. Tis your common Me- 
riſt thod to evade the Authority of the Fathers, by ſaying, 
ers they are but Tranſlations. But till you can prove in the 
HPaſſages we bring, the Tranſlators have vary'd from the 
a Original, we have certainly the Advantage of you, who 
have neither Originals nor Tranſlations of thoſe early 
bat . Times on your Side. Is ir nor ſtrange, that all the Teanſ. 
3 lations ſhould favour us? Whar were there no Anti pædobap- 


tiſts then ro tranſlate the Fathers? Tis unaccountable that 
SE „ „ 


44 
che Verſſons ſhould thus in general rin againſt 0 the 
Originals did not ſo too. But, 3. Tou fancy, that Pnau. 
by regenerared don't mean baptis /d. 

What I have before hinxed of Faſtin, is'as Pant, can 
obſerve, true of Venæus, viz. That he neuer calls any Re- 
generate, but ſuch as have been baptiz d. And Two of the 
Paſſages you “ cite, do eſpecially favour this Obſervation, 
vz. His tiling Mat. 28. 19. a Commiſſion 2 . 
unto God. And ſpeaking of ſome Hereticks, he _— 
geny'd the Baptiſm of Regeneration to Bad- ou rod 
deed flatter yourſelf, that you have mer with:a Paffage 
to the contrary; but, upon a Scrutiny, twill appear, that 
the Paſſage is none of Irenæus s, bur the Seftaries, and | is on- 
17 mention d by him in order to eonfute it. 

As in other Places therefbre, Ireneu: by ropptienaed 
means ſuch as have been bapriz'd; there is the 2 
Probability), he uſes the Word in the ſame Senſe here. 

4. You object the Word Infants does not neceſfartly.Gg- 

nify here Young- Children not capable of Reaſon, but may 
be extended to all under Ten Tears, and ſome of chat Age 
mag be capable of Baptiſm. 2 50 

Bat, Sir, tis improbable that Infunes ſhould extend to 
Ten Vears of Age, becauſe little Ones and Children are 
mention'd as Stages between Itifants and Vouths, and ſo, 
according to your Account, a Perſon may be a Saen be- 
fore he himſelf deſerves the Title of a Child. 10 "7 

Beſides, as Irenæus has usd the Word Indefinitely, if Dr. 
Gale, will make Infants aſcend to Ten Vears of Age, we 
may deſcend with it as low as we pleaſe, and ſay, a Child 
of a Week old, may be intended by the Expreſſion; Nay, 
we have more Reafon to do this; for there have been in- 
numerable Inſtances of ſuch being baptiz d, by Virtue of 
their Parents Faith; but what ſingle Inſtance have we of 
an Infant not quite Ten Years old" baptiz d, by Virtue of 
bis own Faith? If there were any fuch Inſtances in Irene 
48s Days, they were certainly ſo rare, that twas not 
worth while to diſtinguiſh them from little Ones, ey 
might very well ha' been thrown'i into that Claſs. 

But, finally ro determine this Point, you muſt, Sir, ol, 


ther grant that Infants is to be here taken as we generally tile 
uſe ir, or deny that Chrift came to ſave Infants; for Irene- © th 
4s having ſaid Chriſt came to favs all Perſons by himſelf, J 
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Ass by Way ef Bxplicarion all I nigan, Nhe by lun er 


ated unto God, Infants, and lintle, Ones, aid 
Aten and Vouths and Elder Perſons. 851 
Upon rhe Whole therefore, this famous Paſſage Alti 


; | 4 Thorn in your Sides. And pray remember what you 
| have told us, * that Irenæus you believe - was:acquainged 


with Polycarp, who had familiar Converſe with St. Joby, 
and others who had ſeen the Lord. This: is the: Man Who 


peaks of Infants as baptiz d. He was no African iſhop 
Z afſure you, but has this Character giuen him by your old 
Friend Tertullian, f Ireneus ommium Doctrinarur curigiſe- 


mus Explorator. 

Vou begin your Thirteenth Lener with a Paſſage of Po- 
-lyerates, But, with Submiſſion, tis nothing to this Con- 
troverſy for it only denotes his natural Age, and ought a0 
be read with a Parentheſis, viz. I therefore, Brethren (who 
am Sixty Five Vears old) in the Lord. The Apoſtle. Phil. 


2 1. 14. uſes the very ſame Phraſe for Chriſtians... 


' Beſides, if his natural Age had nor been inrended, what 
you mention is no Proof of his having Chniſtian Parents; 


[ 5 for tho other Branches of the Family were Gbriſtians,/ vet 


ir don't follow, the Branch he belong d to was. Aud even 
this Paige, if ir did not denote his natural Age, would 
incline me to gueſs, he was once an Heathen, and is lates 
how many Years he had been converted. 

The f next you take Notice of, is Tertullian. There 
are ſome" Expreſſions of his which render it. dubious. whe- 
ther he was Abſolutely againſt Infant-Baptiſm. But tis 
not worth while traverſe it; for, whar Article:of : the 
Chriſtian Faith, ber had its Opponents Nou S menti- 
on Earlier than this, a Sept that deny d all. Baptiſm. And 
if our Age has ſo many Anti pædobaptiſts, what: wonder if 
formerly there was mee Nor is it unhappy for our 
Times, that Tertullian did oppoſe Infant-Baptiſm; for, by 
this the Sentiment, and Practice of the Church of cher 
Age, is more particularly tranſmitted 0 us; and we may 
i that they look'd on Lofant-Bapriſm. as of Sacred In- 

itution. 

This you wou'd — by faying, v had it been the ſer- 
tled Practice and Judgment of the Church, and hat they 
thought was ſupporred by che Authority and Tradition of 
the e it can 1 be Nes that Tertullian ſhould: ven- 
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rally practis d. | 


ſpoke againſt it, fo far as we can learn. | eee 
23. Origen, his Contemporary, who liv'd in another Pact 


7» 


ture to oppoſe it. Or if he did, that he ſhould. employ no 


more Pains to excuſe what ſeem d ro contradict the Do- 
ctrine and Practice of. the Apoſtles and the whole Church. 


But, Sir, did you never read, that this very Man ventu- 


red to deſert the Church, and. oppos'd her in ſeveral Arti- 
cles? And why might he not give a Specimen of his Tem- 


per in the Article we are upon? Nor can you be inſenſible, 


that the firſt Starters of a Notion ſeldom ſay ſo much as * 
their Party afterwards. Dr. Gale is more copious, on this 
Subject than Tertullian, thro the Aſſiſtance of many others; | 


0 


but if Dr. Gale, as Tertullian, had firſt advanc d it, perhaps 


bis Reflections had been as brief. | 


There are ſeveral Things which render it probable, that 


ey, Infant-Baptiſm was the general Practice of the Church, 


vi x. | 2 Ro, 5 2 | 8 bi 5 Ny 52 „ 
1. Tertullian, does not call it a Novelty, nor the Pri- 
vate Opinion of a Sect ; bat ſpeaks of it as a Thing gene- 
2. None of his Contemporaries, nor predeceſſors ever 


of the World, ſpeaks of Infant-Baptiſm as the Practice of 


the Church, and ſays, the Church had it from the Apo- 


ſtles. 


4. Not long after Tertullian's | Death, viz. Amo. Cbriſti 
254 · Infant-Baptiſm is ſpoken of in an African Synod, of no 


leſs than Sixty Six Biſhops, as then generally practis d. 

In a Word, tho Moderns have preſum'd to queſtion the 
Antiquity of Infant-Baptiſm, the Antients did not dare to 
do it. Pelagius certainly had a greater Opportunity of do- 
ing this, than any now a Days; for he lived above Thir- 


teen Hundred Years ago; and he would gladly have em- 
brac d ſuch an Opportunity; for he was miſerably gall'd 
with this Objection, what need have Infants of Baptiſm 
except they have Original Sin ? If he could have us'd the 
Dialect ſo common among you, he might eaſily have ſi- 


lenc'd his Adverſaries; but poor Man, tho he liv'd fo 


vaſtly nearer the Apoſtles than you, yet he never under- 


ſtood, that Infant-Baptiſm was not of Goſpel Inſtitution, 
bur an Innovation of ſome thick-skull'd Africans, He was 


ſuch a Noviſt in Ancient Hiſtory, and ſo unacquainred 
with the new Diſcoveries made by our Antipedobaptiſts, 


that 
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chat he, like an Iguoramus, ſays, * he was — gainſt In: 


0 fant· Baptiſm, nor he never heard, no not even any ãmpi- 
* ous Heretick or Sectary that was. And who is there ſo Igno- 
h. rant as to deny Infant- Baptiſm ꝰ Or who can be ſo impi- 
1 ous as to hinder Infants from being baptiz d? How very 
* different is this Stile of Pelagius from that of many Authors 
* in our Age! and how happy was the Church then, to have 
e, no Diſſenters in this Point of Infant-Bapriſm! how much 
as Hear had been avoided'! how much Time might better 
18 have been improv'd, if till this Day Chriftians had known 
5 nothing of this Controverſy! ro which I may add, how 


many Texts of Scripture had then eſcap'd the Conſtruction 
is now pur upon them! particularly the 1 Cor. 7. 14. 
Elſe were your Children Unclean ; but now are they Holy. What 
but an Hypotheſis could infinuare, that rhe Legirimacy of 
Children is here meant, and nor their Fæderal Holineſs ? 
And yer this Conſtruction you undertake to defend. 

In order to come at the true Senſe of this Text, it muſt 
be conſider d, that, as the Beginning of this Chapter in- 
forms us, ſeveral Caſes of Conſcience had been ſent by 
the Church of Corinth to the Apoſtle for his Reſolution; 
and in this and the following Chapters they are reſolvd. 


ct One of theſe Caſes ſeems to be, whether if of a marry'd 
of Couple, the one embrac'd Chriſtianity and the other did 
0 not, the Chriſtian might cohabit with the other and nor 
| be ſpiritually defil'd and render d unfit for Goſpel Ordinan- 
ſts ces? Now the Text we are upon contains the Argument 
0 which the Apoſtle uſes to reſolve this Caſe. For the unbe- 
' lieving Husband (ſays he) is ſandify d by the Wife, and the 
ne unbelieving Wife is ſanct ih d by the Husband : Elſe were your 
to Children Unclean ; but now. are they Hol ß. 
* If rheſe laſt Words are to be underſtood in your Senſe, 
x- I don't ſee. how they affect the Caſe; for, what Coherence 
N- has the Legirimacy of the Children with rhe Spiritual Pu- 
d rity of the Parents? The Children may be legitimate, and 
m yet the Parents impure and unfit for Goſpel Ordinances. 
he ' Befides, if the Legitimacy of Children were here meant, 
li- the Apoſtle would never have wrapr up his Mind in ſuch 
ſo _ Enigmarical Terms, as Unclean and Holy: Terms never ; 
r- taken in any ſuch Senſe in the Old nor New Teſtament; but | 
n, would have expreſs d himſelf in che ſame common and ea- 
as IT TSS n 1s yrs 0h BY 
ed . EVE pn wo Hl | n — 
ts, Hall, Page 209. f f. 515, 566. 


ty Terms, as Heb. 12. +8; But if yo be without Chaſtiſomens, 
nibereof all are Partakers, then are ye: Baſtards and not Sons. 
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Pheſe Conſiderations are ſufficient to diſeard your Senſe 
ofthis Text, whereas ours is conſirm d by both theſe; for 
according to our Senſe the Apoſtle's: Argument runs thus, 
Do not you Chviſtian Parents look upon your Children as 
Holy 5: e. in Covenant, notw¾ithſtanding one of the Parents 


Bo an Heathen d And if Children rhus deſcended, are in 


this Senſe Holy, and are not made Unelean by the Heathen 
Parent, conſequently the Chriſtian Wife or Husband, who 
partakes of leſs of the Nature of the Heathen Conſort than 
the Child does, cannot by ſuch a Relation be made Un- 
Slean; or deem'd our of Covenant, or unfit for Goſpel Or- 
dibdfces :- But rather, ehe unbelieving Husband 3s anitify'd 
by the Wife, and the unbelieving Wife is ſanctiſy d by the Hus- 
ban, i. e. in ſome Senſe, ſuch a Perſon, for the ſake af 
theit Relation, may be ſaid to be in Covenant; as leaſt 
ſo far, as not to hinder the Conveyance of Federal Holi- 
neſs ro their Childoen. A An 2; MIA 2d 


n eee 
J 0 illuſtrate this Matter: If one of the Royal Family 


matches with a Perſon of a common Extract, the former 


does not hereupon deſcend, bur the latter aſcends, and is in 


ſome Senſe made one of the Royal Family; eſpecially in 
this, That the Children of ſuch are equally Heirs Apparent 
to the Crown, as if both Parents were Originally or by 


Extract of the Royal Family. © 


As in this Caſe che Royal Perſon does, if I may fo ſpeak, 
Royalize the Conſort; even ſo the unbelieving Husbagd is 
fandtih d by the Wife, and the Wife by the Husbund. And as 


rhe Children of ſuch a Royal Pair are accoumed- of the b 


Royal Family, and. enjoy the High Privileges of it; even 
ſo che Children, where one of rhe Parents is a Chriſtian, 


ate not Unclean, but Holy, d. e. not out of Covenant, but | 


in Covenant, and are ro enjoy the High Privileges of it. 
By this Time, 1 hope, you ſee how natural and eaſy 


the Conſtruction we put upon this Text is; and not only 


the Topick the Apoſtle is upon confirms our Conſtruction, 


but we can turn you to other Texrs of Scripture which aſe 


the Terms Unclean aud Holy ro expreſs Perfons in or out 
of Covenant. Read I/. 5. 1. Atts 101 28. Deut. 7. 6. Deut. 


Nor does what you object on this Occaſion make againſt 
our Conſtruction; for tho ſeminal Holineſs is nor meant 


in the former Part of the Verſe, yet it may in the latrer. 


You 
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'You might as well pretend, that. Ad, 22. 28. ſeminal 
Freedom is not meant in the latter Part of the Verſe, be- 


cauſe tis nor ſo in the former... 
And as to the Baptizing of ſuch Children whoſe Parents 


are neither of them Chriſtians, this Text dont meddle with 


it, but only derermines what is to be done where only One 
of the Parents is a Chriſtian. Tis evident indeed from this 


Text, that where both the Parents are Heathens, the Chil- 


dren by Deſcent are Unclean ; bur if theſe, during their 
Minority, are adopred by Chriſtians, as. was the Caſe of 
ſuch whom you ſpeak of as circumersd under the Law, 


they may by Virtue of their new Relation, be accounted 
Holy, and be baptiz d. . 


I ſhall cloſe my Thoughts of this Text with obſerving, 
that it ſeems to intimate. that Infanr-Bapriſm was then ge- 
nerally known, For the Apoſtle, in order to remove their 
Scruple of Cohabitation with Unbelievers, refers them to 
their Children being in Covenant; which ſnews, that this 
was a Thing they were fully ſarisfy'd of: And which way 
ſhould they have this Satisfaction, except their Infants 
were baptiz d? Tis eaſily accounted for rhis Way; bun 
what other Way can you account for it? 3515 

The next of the Fathers, I ſhall take notice of, is Ori- 
gen. And * you confeſs, Sir, that the Paſſages cited our 
of his Works are very full and plain Teſtimonies for In- 
fant-Bapriſm : Bur they are not you think to be depended 
on, becauſe not from the Original, but Ryffinus's Tranſlati- 
on, which is very corrupt. 


* 


his Objection, Sir, as Mr. Wall has obſerv'd, is lame; 


« 


for Ruffinus lay under no Temptation to inſert theſe Paſſa- 


ges. Beſides, that one of them was in the Original there 


is no doubt, vix. that in Origens Commentaries on St, Luke; 


for Hierbm has tranſlated that as. Origen's; and Ruſſinus 
and he. wou'd never have conſpird to impoſe upon the 
World. And this Paſſage thus appearing to be genuine, 
renders it probable, that the reſt are the ſame. - And, as 1 


have already hinted, Paſſages from the corrupteſt Verſions, 


are of a greater Force than the abſoluie Silence of both O- 


riginals and Verſions. In a Word, 'tis a Sign, that either 


theſe Paſſages are fairly rranſlared, or there were no Anti- 
pædoba ptiſts in Ruffinus's Age; for otherwiſe they would 


have been particularly nored and remonſtrated againſt. 
G y 
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T now proceed to obſerve what you ſay of Cyprian. 
You * grant, that he ſpeaks plainly enough of Infant- 
Bapriſm, as practis'd in Africa in his Time. 3. 
But you object, e = 
1. Cyprian ſpeaks as plainly of Infant- COommunion. 
__ The Africans. were generally Men of weak Intelle- 
uals. 9 2 | ; | | PETE IF Is. | 


3. The Greek Churches ſeem very plainly ro have been 


at that Time of another Opinion. For Dionmꝑſius, the illu- 
ſtrious Biſhop of Alexandria, in an Epiſtle ro Dionyſius a 
Presbyter, and afterwards Biſhop of Rome, concerning No- 
varzan, ſays, he utterly diſallows of Holy Bapriſm, and ſub- 
verts the Faith and Profeſſion which goes before it. . 
But, Sir, as to your firſt Objection ; our preſent Buſineſs 
Is not, whether the Primitive Church made Innovations; 
but whether Infants were then baptiz d. And as you grant 
the latter, we are not ſolicitous about the former; for we 
don't baptize Infants ineerly becauſe the Ancients did; but 
becauſe in this Inſtance they copy d after God's Word. 
Your Second Objection is very ſevere, and what you are 
more concerned with than we; for, as I have ſhown, we 
have others to appeal to befides Africans: But Tertullian, 
the only Man of the earlieſt Ages that wrote againſt In- 
fant-Baptiſm, was an African, and, as Du Pin f obſerves, 
vaſtly inferior ro Cyprian. The Characters (ſays he) of 
theſe Two Authors, are exceeding different. Tertullian is 
harſh and obſcure; Sr. Cyprian is polite and clear; Tertul- 
lian is hot and fiery ; St. Cyprian, tho he does not want all 
neceſſary Force upon Occaſion that requires ir, is ſoft and 
gentle: Tertullian reproaches his Adverſaries, and inſults 


over them in a bitter railing Manner; St. Cyprian is infi- 


nitely more moderate, and if he is obliged at any Time to 
ſpeak ſome Truths that diſpleaſe them, he takes care to 
ſoften them by the Agreeableneſs of his Narration: Tertul- 
lian vents abundance of falſe Reaſons, and teaches ſeve- 


ral Errors; on the contrary, St. Oprian argues almoſt eve- 
ry where with a world of Juſtice and Solidity - 5 
Pray, Sir, for your Comfort view theſe Characters; e- 


ſpecially the laſt Parr which is certainly Tertullian's, viz. he 
vents abundance of falſe Reaſons: + We have an Inſtance of 
this in his Diſcourſe againſt Infant-Baptiſm; for, pretending 
to anſwer the Argument brought from Mark 10. 13, 14. he 


thus 


— ll. 
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(51) 
thus expreſſes himſelf, Feſus Chriſt ſays, indeed, Hinder 
not little Children from coming to me; but that they ſhould 
come to him as ſoon as they were advanc'd in Tears, as ſoon as 
they have learnt their Religion, when they may be taught whi- 
ther they are going, when they are become Chriſtians, when they 
begin to be able to know Feſus Chriſt. 

Was ever ſuch a trifling contradictory Gloſs put upon a 
Text? How can they come, while little Children, to Chriſt; 
if they muſt tarry till they are grown up before they come ? 


And the little Children here ſpoken of were ſo little, that 


Chriſt took them up in his Arms, Mark 10. 16. And they 
are called Infants, Luke 18. 15. | | | 
Thus exact in his Ratiocination was the firſt Oppoſer of 
Infant-Bapriſm. I | 
Your Third Objection is a meer Fancy; for the Paſſage 
of Dionyſius was concerning Novatian, who of an Heathen 
Philoſopher, rurn'd Chriſtian, and was baptiz'd when Adult; 
and therefore twas neceſſary for Dicnyſius to ſay on this 
Occaſion, he utterly diſallows of Holy Baptiſm, and ſubverts 
the Faith and Profeſſion which goes before it. Who of us 
but in ſuch a Caſe, would have thus expreſs' d our {elves ? 
And why then muſt you infer from hence, that the Greek. 
Churches ſeem very plainly ro have been ar rhat Time of 


another Opinion than the African Churches, who were ſo 


unanimaus for Infant-Baptiſm? How, Sir, can you poſſi- 
bly ſuppoſe this either of the Greek Churches, or any other 
Churches in the World, fince we never meet with any 
Debates that the African Churches were engag'd in with c- 
ther Churches on this Account, nor any Proteſtation en- 
tered againſt them? What a Noiſe, Schiſm, and Confuſion, 
did the Time of keeping Eaſter create between the Eaſt. 
and Maſtern Churches? And could the African Churches 
differ from all the reſt in the World, and eſcape Animad- 
verfion ? There were certainly no Antip.cdobaptiſts in thoſe 
Days, or elfe their Temper was quite different from ours. 
Ours are many of them ſo poſitive in this Controverſy, as 
to unchurch all that differ from them: And of ſuch forward 
Martial Souls, as that a diminutive Fellow of ſcarce com- 
mon Senſe, ſnall challenge a Perſon of the brighteſt Parts. 
And what! when all the World was on one Side, and only 
a few raw undiſciplin d Africans. on the other, was there 
not a Danvers ! Stennet! nor Gale! to draw a Pen in this 
Cauſe! Bur all tamely look'd on while theſe Africans rode 


in Triumph, and dragd the World at their Chariot 


Wheels! | G 2 And 


"C003 
And now, Sir, I have trac'd you to your Cloſe, where 
you tell your Friend,“ Before I conclude, Sir, I muſt 
« juſt rake Notice of one Thing I remember you were us d 
frequently to object, viz. That we are nor able to aſſign 
the Time when Infant-Bapriſm firſt commenc'd ; and that 
ir muſt ſeem mighty ſtrange, and indeed improbable ro 


cc 
<4 
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early Centuries of the Church, that an Innovation of this 
Nature ſhou'd ever be in the leaſt attempted, and much 
more that ir ſhould prevail ſo far, and be ſo generally own- 
ed and defended ; and all ſo early as even we ourſelves 
% acknowlege it was. But, Sir, I muſt beg you to conſider, 

** 1, Thar very many Errors of as groſs a Kind were as 
ſoon ſtarred, and as generally receiv'd as the Baptizing of 
= 5 

** 2. You are not to imagine this Practice was eſtabliſh- 
** ed altogether, and at once, in as great a Latitude as it 
„ jijs at preſent. | | 
3. Laſtly, that very Piery and Zeal you mention as a 
Security againſt this Innovation, in reality rended very 
much to betray em into it. | 1 
Theſe, Sir, are the Things you beg your Friend to con- 
ſider, in order to remove the Difficulties he had ſtarted; 
bur, with Submiſſion, I conclude, you have not ſa- 
risfy'd him. For, Conſideration will preſent him with 


—— 
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ſome ſuch Queries, as, | 

1. How can Dr. Gale aſſert, that very many Errors of 
as groſs a Kind were as ſoon ſtarted, and as generally re- 
ceiyd as the Baprizing of Infants; when he owns he is nor 
able to aſſign the Time when Infantr-Bapriſm firſt commen- 
ced ; nor has he from the Scriprures, or the moſt ancient 
Writers, ailign'd a Time, ſince rhe Inſtitution of Baptiſm, 
when Infants were nor bapriz'd ? N 

2. Why may it not be imagind, that Infant-Baptiſm 
was eftabliſh'd altogether, and at once, in as great a Lati- 
rude as it is at pręſent; ſince Dr. Gale cannot give an au- 


thentick Hiſtory of irs gradual Increaſe, and the Records 


of the earlieſt Times mention but one Anti pedobaptiſt, Ter- 
tullian; whereas our Age has ſeveral Congregations of 
them ? 
3. Whether, as Dr. Gale cannot aſſign the Time when 
Jafanr-Bapriſm firſt commenc'd, nor the Time when ir 
| | e 
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ſuch as reflect upon the great Piety and Sincerity of the 


('53.) 
was not an Ordinance in the Chriſtian Chureh, his Account 
of irs being introduc'd, is to be depended on; eſpecially 
when it is ſuch as repreſents Piety and Zeal, as Things 
rending very much to betray Perſons into Errors? © 
Theſe Things, Sir, together with what elſe I have ſaid 
in my Letters, do evince, that your Conjectures about the 
Original of Infant-Baptiſm are unwarranted. 25 
Permit me, Sir, to conclude this Diſcourſe with my 
Thoughts of the Original of Anti pedobaptiſm. 1, OFF 
The firſt Anti pædobaptiſt we meet with in the World, is 
Tertullian. And he ſeems to have been berray'd into it 
the ſtrange Notion he had of Sin committed after Baptiſm, 
viz. Thar they were ſcarce pardonable; for ſuch a Notion 
as this muſt tempt Perſons to defer Baptiſm, and incline 
them rather to neglect a Command of Chriſt's, than ex- 
poſe the Salvation of their dear Offspring. We may gueſs 
what a powerful Influence this had upon Tertullian, by an 
Inſtance of much the ſame Nature in our Days, I mean 
that of many fincere but doubting Chriſtians, abſenting 
themſelves from the Lord's Table. They are ſenſible the 
Command is expreſs, Luke 22. 19. This ds in Remembrance 
of me, Bur they are ſcar'd from their Duty by the falſe 
and ſevere Interpretation they pur on 1 Cor. 11. 29. for 
they fancy unworthy Communicating is an unpardonable 
Sin, and they muſt needs be damnd. And therefore they 
think it more eligible to abſenr themſelves from the Lord's 
Table, than damn their Souls by their Preſence. They 
hope God will either, excuſe their Abſence, becauſe of 
their Unworthineſs ; or ar leaſt their Puniſhment for being 
abſent will be leſs, than if they approach that Sacred Ordi- 
natice unworthily. Thus do theſe Chriſtians terrify them- 
ſelves, and ear after Year omit an Ordinance they would 
be welcome to; and which they would nor dare to omir, 
were it not for their unhappy Miſtakes about this Text. 
Could they but once read it in the ſame Senſe as the Apo- 
ſtle writ it, they would be leſs ſny of this Ordinance, and 
ſpend that Time in Preparation for it, which they now 
waſt in ſinful Fears and Scruples. The Apoſtle don't call 
that Eating and Drinking unworthily, which they do; nor 
threaten the Puniſhment of this Sin, which they ſuppoſe. 
Tis evident from the 28 v. that none who ſincerely and 
to their beſt Endeavours prepare themſelves, tho alas! tis 
very imperfect, do in the Apoſtle's Senſe eat and drink un- 
worthily. The weaker any fincere Believer is, the _ 
| | | need 


(54) 

need he ftands in of this ſtrengthening Ordinance. And 
tis ridiculous to ſay you will tarry till you are ſtronger be- 
fore you come to that Ordinance which was appointed 
to ſtrengthen you. Nor does the Apoſtle threaten the 
unworthy Communicants with that ſevere Puniſhment, 
which theſe timerous Chriſtians ſuppoſe; for the Apo- 
ſtles Expreſſions, He that eateth and drinketh unworthily, 
eateth and drinketh Damnation to himſelf, cannot poſſibly 
mean, that ſuch Perſons ſhall certainly be damn'd ; for his 
Corinthians, to whom he was now addreſſing his Diſcourſe, 
were many of them unworthy Communicants ; as appears 
from 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, v. and yet at 28 v. he invites 
them to the Lord's Table; only he would have them firſt exa- 
mine themſelves, and take heed for the future not to com- 
municate unworthily. And would the Apoſtle ever have 
thus caution d and invited them again to the Lord's Table, 
if unworthy Communicants would certainly be damn'd? 
All that the Apoſtle therefore intended by: this Text was, 
to repreſent unworthy Communion as a very heinous Sin, 
a Sin which provok d God to inflict Temporal Puniſhments; 
as at 30 v. and if not repented of, wou'd make our Dam- 
nation in Hell the greater. 945 8 

But, Sir, I muſt beg your Pardon for this Digreſſion 
which I was led into by Tereullian, and which I could nor 
diſpatch in fewer Words, becauſe I would fain remove 
this Obſtacle which roo many fincere Chriſtians have 
thrown in the Way o the Lord's Table. ts 
Io return now to the Subject. Another Principle which 
introduc d Antipædobaptiſin might be that which the Papiſts 
readily embrace, viz. reſting in Opere Operato, i. e. aſcri- 
bing too much to the external Performance of Ordinances. 
And I ſhould be glad if this Principle was peculiar to the 
Church of Rome, for I am afraid too many Proteſtants ac- 
quieſce in it; eſpecially as to the Participation of the 
Lord's Supper; for how common is it for Perſons to lead 
a carnal ſenſual Courſe of Life, and, at the Approach of 
their laſt Moments, ſend for the Miniſter, and receive the 
Sacrament as their Viaticum for Heaven, and ſo flatter 
themſelves they have made their Peace with God, and ſe- 
cur d eternal Happineis, But it will be well for many ſuch 
Communicants, 15 their Plea meet with a ſofter Reply, 
than that Luke 13. 26, 27. Then ſhall ye begin to ſay, we have. 
eaten and drunk in thy Preſence - But he ſhall ſay, I tell you, 
I know you not whence you are; depart from me all ye Yorkers. 
of Iniquity. What 


and nor delay'd the Lifting themſelves or their Child 
under Chriſt's Banner, till juſt as Death was ready to make 


What theſe Perſons have done with this Sacrament, 6- 
thers, I fear, have done with Baptiſm; they have defer'd 
it as long as they could, that it might be their Viaticum at 
laſt, and they were willing their Children ſhould take the 
ſame Advantage: But, in my Opinion, it would have been 
of greater Advantage to them and theirs, to have perus d 
more carefully ſuch Texts, as Act: 22. 16. 1 Pet. 3. 


them quit the Field, and render them incapable of enga- 


ging in Chriſt's Caule. 


Others have been drawn into Antipzdobaptiſm, becauſe 
they could not reconcile rhe Baptiſm of Infants and their 
Original Purity. Pelagius indeed held both, and ſo to this 
Day do ſome of his Followers; but others have cut the 
Gordian Knot. One Mr. Bows, (at the End of the Intro- 
duction to the Poreſmouth Diſputation) declares, that if he 
could believe our Doctrine of Original Sin, he ſhould 
think Infants had need of Baptiſmdm. 

Others have embrac'd Antipedobaptiſm, becauſe when 


they have in Sacred or other Hiftory, read of Adult Baptiſm, 


they have not conſider d, that ſuch Inſtances were of Con- 
verts from Judaiſm or Ethniciſm. And that the Scriprure's 
Silence, as to the Adult-Baptiſm of Perſons deſcended from 
Chriſtians, is an Argument that ſuch were baptiz d in their 
In fan,. 24.08 45K 11. 

I ſhall name but one Thing more as the Original of An- 


tipædobaptiſm, viz, the not diſtinguiſhing between the 


Terms of Baptiſm in Adult and Iafants: whereas tis plain, 
they were different as ro Circumciſion. To 


I am, Sir, Sec. 
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